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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service (Agri- 
cultural Adjustment), Department of 
Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


PART 728—WHEAT 


Subpart—Regulations Pertaining to 
Farm Acreage Allotments, Yields, 
and Wheat Certificate Program for 
Crop Years 1968-69 


Part 728 of Chapter VII of Title 7 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

1. The subpart now designated “Reg- 
ulations Pertaining to Acreage Allot- 
ments, Yields, Wheat Diversion and 
Wheat Certificate Programs for Crop 
Years 1966 Through 1969” is amended 
by changing “1966 Through 1969” to 
“1966-67”. 

2. Sections 728.351 through 728.357 of 
the subpart entitled “Regulations Per- 
taining to Acreage Allotments, Yields, 
Wheat Diversion and Wheat Certificate 
Programs for Crop Years 1966-67”, as 
redesignated, announcing the national 
acreage allotment and the county acre- 
age allotments for the 1968 crop of 
wheat, are hereby deleted from such sub- 
part and made a part of a new subpart 
entitled “Regulations Pertaining to 
Farm Acreage Allotments, Yields, and 
Wheat Certificate Program for Crop 
Years 1968-69”. Section 728.515 of such 
new subpart reads as follows (the re- 
maining text of the subpart will be is- 
sued as an amendment) : 


§ 728.515 County projected yields for 
the 1968 crop of wheat. 

(a) A county projected yield has been 
determined for each wheat producing 
county in the United States for the 1968 
crop, except for counties in Alaska, 
Hawaii, and New Hampshire, for which 
no apparent need for such yields exists. 
The county projected yield for 1968 was 
determined on the basis of the aver- 
age of the yields per harvested acre of 
wheat for the county during each of the 
5 calendar years, 1962 through 1966, 
adjusted for abnormal weather condi- 
tions affecting such yields, for trends 
in yields, and for any significant changes 
in production practices. 

(b) In adjusting for abnormal weather 
conditions: (1) 80 percent of the 5-year 
period, 1962 through 1966, average yield 
was substituted for each annual yield 
less than 80 percent of the 5-year aver- 
age, (2) 140 percent of the 5-year 
period, 1962 through 1966, average yield 


was substituted for each annual yield 
in excess of 140 percent of the 5-year 
average yield, (3) an average of the 5 
annual yields, after adjustment as pro- 
vided in subparagraphs (1) and (2) of 
this paragraph, was then obtained, and 
(4) the “county adjusted average yield” 
would be the yield calculated under sub- 
paragraph (3), but not less than the 
higher of the unadjusted 5-year (1962- 
1966) average yield or the unadjusted 10- 
year (1957-1966) average yield. (Use of 
the 10-year average yield was confined to 
counties in those States where the unad- 
justed 10-year (1957-1966) adjusted 
average yield, based on State Statistical 
Reporting Service (SRS) yield data, was 
equal to or higher than the 5-year (1962- 
1966) adjusted average yield.) 

(c) The adjustment for trend was as 
follows: (1) Each county 5-year (1962— 
1966) adjusted average yield calculated 
under subparagraph (4) of paragraph 
(b) was then averaged with the 2-year 
(1965-1966) adjusted average yield to 
obtain the county trend adjusted average 
yield (if the 5-year adjusted average 
yield was equal to or greater than the 
2-year adjusted average yield, no adjust- 
ment for trend was made), (2) the 
county adjusted average yields calculated 
under subparagraph (1) of this para- 
graph were then weighted by the 1967 
county wheat acreage allotment to deter- 
mine a State weighted average of county 
trend adjusted average yields, and (3) 
the State weighted average yield cal- 
culated under subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph was then divided into the 
State check yield (as determined in 
paragraph (d)) less a 0.2 bushel State 
reserve to obtain a State adjustment 
factor. Each county trend adjusted aver- 
age yield (paragraph (c)(1) was then 
multiplied by the State adjustment fac- 
tor to obtain the preliminary county 
projected yield. 

(d) In determining the State check 
yield, the State average of county ad- 
justed average yields calculated under 
paragraph (b) (weighted by 1967 county 
acreage allotments) was adjusted for 
trend by adding the bushel difference by 
which the 5-year average (1962-66) 
exceeded the 10-year average (1957- 
66 of SRS State yields (each adjusted 
for abnormal weather as described in 
paragraph (b)). Each resulting State 
trend adjusted yield was then weighted 
by the 1967 State wheat allotment. The 
resulting national weighted average yield 
was then divided into the national pro- 
jected yield (adjusted by the amount 
needed to compensate for the following 
3 and 6 percent limitations) to obtain a 
national adjustment factor. Each State 
trend adjusted yield was then multi- 
plied by the national adjustment factor 
to arrive at each State check yield: 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 33—FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 


Provided, That no State check yield 
would be less than the 1967 State check 
yield by more than 3 percent or exceed 
the 1967 State check yield by more than 
6 percent. 

(e) Preliminary county projected yield 
computations made under the foregoing 
paragraphs were then submitted to the 
State committees for their review and 
recommendations. State committees were 
authorized, where the situation war- 
ranted, to recommend additional adjust- 
ments, using the State reserve provided 
herein in addition to compensating 
adjustments of preliminary county pro- 
jected yields, to compensate for abnormal 
weather, trend, and significant changes 
in production practices based upon 
specific and detailed knowledge of yield 
conditions in local areas: Provided, That 
the State weighted average of county 
projected yields after such adjustments 
could not exceed the State check yield. 
Yield adjustments recommended by 
State committees were submitted to the 
Policy and Program Appraisal Division, 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva- 
tion Service, for final approval. 

(f) The county projected yields deter- 
mined on the basis of the foregoing pro- 
visions, with such adjustments as were 
recommended by the State committees 
and approved as provided in paragraph 
(e), are as follows: 

ALABAMA 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(dushels per 
County acre) 


Autauga ---. 


1968 


y 
(Dushel per 


County 


Jefferson -... 
Lamar 

Lauderdale -. 
Lawrence ---. 


Limestone -.. 
Lowndes ---. 
Chambers --.. Macon 
Cherokee 


Marengo --.-.. 


Qa80 NAACA0O 


Marshall -.-. 
Mobile 
Monroe 


Crenshaw .-.. 
Cullman ---.. 


Escambia --_-. 
Etowah 
Fayette 
Pranklin ---.. 


KOO OR UTTABDAHONAWVWOCOCAWMWOHFNNKNNUPOH RE 


ee 


CONK OCP ONAWDAKWOAANAGH «1-10 
i] 


Houston .... 


16, 1968 





ARIZONA 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 

County 

Apache 

Cochise 

Coconino 

Gila 

Graham 

Greenlee 

Maricopa 

Mohave 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County 


Santa Cruz__- 
Yavapai 


State check 
See. “LW 


ARKANSAS 


Arkansas 


Calhoun 
Carroll 


Cleburne ---- 
Cleveland ___-. 
Columbia ---_. 


Craighead --. 
Crawford _... 
Crittenden _-_- 


Faulkner ~~... 
Franklin 
Fulton 
Garland 


27. 
Hempstead _.. 29. 
Hot Spring--. 25. 
Howard 0 
Independ- 


HN IORPROAPIADOTPAHPAWOUHTORWIAH 


30. 
16. 
28. 
30. 
29. 
28. 
26. 


Jefferson 


Lafayette -_-- 
Lawrence -_.- 


Little River. 
Logan 


Miller 
Mississippi --- 
Monroe 
Montgomery - 


Ouachita 


Phillips 


Poinsett 


Prairie 


Randolph --_-. 
St. Francis__-. 


Van Buren_-- 
Washington - 
White 

Woodruff __.. 


HKOOUONWOD 


State check 
yleld .... 


oe 


CALIFORNIA 


Calaveras __--. 


Contra Costa. 


Los Angeles_-_-_ 
Madera 

Marin 
Mariposa --.- 
Mendocino __- 
Merced 


VOWONAANTHARATH OMNIA 


er) 


Riverside -_--. 
Sacramento _. 
San Benito__-. 
San Ber- 
nardino __-.- 
San Diego-_-_-- 
San Francisco_ 
San Joaquin-_- 
St. Luis 
Obispo ---- 
San Mateo __. 
Santa. 
Barbara -.. 
Santa Clara__ 
Santa Cruz__. 


oe 


Re 


Stanislaus ... 
Sutter 


Trinity 


Tuolumne --. 
Ventura 


ASBMB MDM AANUONOKO DP 


State check 
yield .... 


me 


| Custer 
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RULES AND 


REGULATIONS 


COLORADO 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 
Adams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe --.- 
Archuleta __-- 


PHaAaANNHOUAGH 


Clear Creek_- 
Conejos 
Costilla 
Crowley 


WOawMany 


Delta 


| Denver 


Fremont 
Garfield 
Gilpin 

Grand 
Gunnison -- 
Hinsdale -_-- 
Huerfano -_-.-- 
Jackson 
Jefferson -.-. 
Kiowa 

Kit Carson_-_- 


Orr- POCO 


o 


1968 
projected 

yield 
(bushel per 


County acre) 


Lincoln 


Mineral 
Moffat 
Montezuma -- 
Montrose __-.- 
Morgan 


WOOCID PAOHAN 


Rio Blanco__- 
Rio Grande-_. 
Routt 
Saguache -.-- 
San Juan_--- 
San Miguel-_-- 
Sedgwick ---.. 
Summit 
Teller 
Washington 


nh NwoOWwWDOrar 


State check 
yield .... 


a oowuw 


CONNECTICUT 


Fairfield 29.7 
29.7 
29.7 
29.7 


29.7 


Litchfield ___- 
Middlesex --- 
New Haven-_-- 


New London... 
Tolland 
Windham --.. 
State check 
Jie. ~cc- 


DELAWARE 


32.5 


New Castle... 34.3 


State check 
Fee cccs 


FLORIDA 


Alachua 18.4 
17.8 
0 


Bradford .... 0 


| Brevard 0 
| Broward 0 


Calhoun --.. 
Charlotte -... 
Citrus 

Clay 

Collier 
Columbia ---- 


Escambia -__-. 
Flagler 
Franklin 


Hamilton -_.. 


Hernando -.... 

Highlands ... 

Hills- 
borough -.. 


Indian River... 
Jackson 

Jefferson .... 
Lafayette -... 
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Okaloosa -_.. 
Okeechobee -- 
Orange 


Palm Beach... 


St. Lucie .... 
Santa Rosa_-_. 
Sarasota .... 
Seminole .... 


Washington - 
State check 
FORE ncn 
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GEORGIA 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County acre) 
Appling 31. 
Atkinson -.-. 28. 


Ben Hill 
Berrien 


Bleckley 
Brantley 


Calhoun 


Carroll 
Catoosa 
Charlton -... 
Chatham ---- 
Chattahoo- 
chee 
Chattooga --.. 
Cherokee --.. 


iP WOW AAYADIYOCAR wWOWOMHOAoOIUHAI 


Colquitt 
Columbia 
Cook 


Crawford --.. 


Dougherty --. 
Douglas 

Early 

Echols 
Effingham ~--.. 
Elbert 
Emanuel --.-. 


Fannin 
Fayette 

Floyd 

Forsyth 
Franklin -... 


Gwinnett -.-. 
Habersham -. 
Hall 

Hancock 
Haralson 


Houston 
Irwin 


Jeff Davis.... 
Jefferson 


COMO AWIONMHAINOOHACIA BON OHWUABAMTDAKHAGCOITOWMDODWONAAGTHIONHOD BOOAIS 
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1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County 


Lincoln 

Long 
Lowndes ---- 
Lumpkin ---- 
McDuffie ---- 
McIntosh ---- 
Macon 
Madison 
Marion 
Meriwether -- 
Miller 
Mitchell 


Montgomery - 


Muscogee ---- 


Oglethorpe -- 
Paulding ----. 


Quitman -.-.. 
Rabun 

Randolph --.. 
Richmond --.. 
Rockdale -_-.. 


Spalding ----. 
Stephens -.-.-. 
Stewart 
Sumter 

Talbot 
Taliaferro .-. 


Whitfield ..--. 


Wilkinson ... 


State check 
yield .... 





IpaHo 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County County 
Ada Idaho 
Adams Jefferson 
Bannock 
Bear Lake---- 
Benewah 
Bingham 
Blaine 
Boise 
Bonner 
Bonneville -.. 
Boundary ---- 
Butte 


Kootenai 


Lincoln 


Minidoka 


Canyon 
Caribou 


Payette 
Power 
Shoshone 
Shoshone 
Clearwater --- Teton 
Custer 
Elmore 
Franklin 
Fremont 


Yield 


DH OTOONHAODRPATOANNADHONO 


Gooding 
ILLINOIS 


Alexander _.-- Logan 

McHenry 
McLean 
Bureau 
Macoupin 
Carroll 


Champaign -- 
Christian ~.-- 
Mercer 


Monroe 


Crawford --.-. 
Cumberland 


Morgan 
Moultrie 


Effingham --.-.- 
Fayette 

Ford 

Franklin 
Fulton 
Gallatin 
Greene .-...-- 


Randolph 
Richland 


Saline 


Hamilton ---- 
Hancock 
Hardin 
Henderson --. 
Henry 
Iroquois 
Jackson 


Schuyler 
Scott 


Tazewell 


Vermilion 
Jefferson Wabash 
Jo Daviess --.-. 
Johnson 


Kankakee ---- 
Kendall 


Woodford 
State c 
yield 


.2 
.2 
8 
.8 
.8 
.8 
.2 
.3 
.3 
9 
.7 
2 
.8 
o 
.5 
.6 
9 
.8 
.e 
8 
ae 
.9 
oa 
9 
.8 
.6 
.2 
.3 
.6 
.9 
.9 
.3 
2 
.0 
.3 
2s 
.0 
.2 
.2 
.6 
~e 
-4 
.o 
.9 
.s 
.2 
7 
i 
.2 
.8 
.8 


INDIANA 


Nez Perce.... 


1968 
projected 

yield 
(bushel per 


ance Om 
62. 
39. 


DOOUOPRONDDOOHM 


Twin Falls_--_- 


Washington -. 
State check 


Livingston --.-. 


McDonough -- 


Montgomery - 


Rock Island_-_ 


Sangamon ---. 


Stephenson -- 


Washington 


Whiteside 


Williamson -- 
Winnebago -. 


heck 


Bartholomew - 


41.2 Benton 
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INDIANA—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 
Blackford -. 


Carroll 
Cass 


OE & 


Crawford 


Dearborn 
Decatur 


Fountain 
Franklin 


Greene 
Hamilton 
Hancock 
Harrison --.--. 
Hendricks --. 
Henry 

Howard 
Huntington 


Jefferson -.-- 
Jennings ---. 
Johnson 

Knox 
Kosciusko --.. 
Lagrange --.-- 


Lawrence --.. 
Madison --.-.. 
Marion 


to O IW ADOAGW DIV DOMBOHOH ATH ARAOHABOAIOCHWVANH 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 
Marshall --... 
Martin 


Porter 
Posey 


St. Joseph --.-. 


Shelby 
Spencer 
Starke 
Steuben 
Sullivan 
Switzerland 
Tippecanoe 


Vanderburgh - 
Vermillion ... 
Vigo 


OWN IWIN OARPOKHHOAIPUOHOTNOHPOHKHOUKHOHIFPDYHAOOW 


Whitley 
State check 
oo 


a 


ws 
° 
= 
> 


Allamakee -_.. 
Appanoose -.-. 
Audubon --_-- 


Black Hawk_- 
Bremer 


Buchanan --- 
Buena Vista-_- 


KR oOwounrworeo 


Calhoun 
Carroll 

Cass 

Cedar 

Cerro Gordo--. 
Cherokee -.-.- 
Chickasaw --.-. 


Delaware -.-.. 

Des Moines--- 

Dickinson --- 

Dubuque --.-.. 

East 

East Potta- 
wattamie --. 


Oo OOOAPIOMOMINOCOUHM 


Payette 

Floyd 
FPranklin ---- 
Fremont 


Hamilton -___-. 


Harrison --.. 


Humboldt --. 


Madison --... 
Mahaska --.--. 
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County 
Marshall 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Monona 


Montgomery - 
Muscatine ---. 


Palo Alto 


Plymouth --.. 
Pocahontas -- 


Polk 


Poweshiek --.- 


Ringgold 
Sac 


Sioux 


Anderson --_-- 


Atchison 


Bourbon 


Chautauqua - 


Cherokee 


Cheyenne --_-_- 


Comanche --.. 


Cowley 
Crawford 
Decatur 


Dickinson ~~. 
Doniphan -.-.- 


Douglas 
Edwards 
Elk 


Ellsworth --.- 


Pranklin 


Greenwood -. 
Hamilton -.--. 


Harper 
Harvey 
Haskell 


Hodgeman --.. 


Jackson 
Jefferson 


Johnson 
Kearny 
Kingman 


Leavenworth 


Lincoln 


16, 1968 
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Iowa—Continued 


1968 
projected 

yield 
(bushel per 

acre) 
—— 


PNY NOTOHORHBOIPMOBMOMO 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County 
Story 


Wapello 


Washington . 
Wayne 
Webster 
West Potta- 
wattamie -- 
Winnebago -- 
Winneshiek -- 
Woodbury --- 


AIBEONW eSnNAVowenaogs- 


SD ataw 


— 


KANSAS 


OO TOM PATHOOCOHHWHDOOUTUNAN MP ANTOH PON PENOOCHPNBDODNWNOIANIOHW 


McPherson -. 
Marshall 
Mitchell 
Montgomery - 


Morton 
Nemaha 


Ness 


Osborne ...-- 


AQrKAWHEANOUTOCMOAINNOOUW 


Phillips 
Pottawa- 


Sedgwick ---- 


Shawnee -..-.-. 
Sheridan --.-.-. 
Sherman -.-. 


Stanton 
Stevens 


Wabaunsee .. 
Wallace 
Washington 
Wichita 


Woodson .-.-.. 
Wyandotte -. 
State check 
yield .... 


P CHYPOCATATACALHHPONDOHOAPANORBHOANE 


Anderson .... 
Ballard 





KentTuckry—Continued 


1968 


projected 


yield 


(bushels per 


Bracken 
Breathitt -.-. 
Breckinridge ~ 


Calloway ---- 
Campbell ---. 
Carlisle 
Carroll 

Carter 

Casey 
Christian — 


Crittenden -- 
Cumberland 
Daviess 


Gallatin 
Garrard 


Graves 
Grayson . 
Green 
Greenup 


Henderson --. 
Henry 

Hickman ---. 
Hopkins 
Jackson 
Jefferson --.- 
Jessamine -.. 
Johnson 


Ascension ~~ 
Assumption -. 
Avoyelles __.. 
Beauregard -. 
Bienville  ... 


Calcasieu _._-_ 
Caldwell 
Cameron --... 
Catahoula —_- 
Claiborne _-_-- 
Concordia 


East Baton 


East Carroll _. 
East 


Feliciana —. 


OoOUWNONNOW+I1+10 


aw aAwIooywSoNn 


ow PNACAMANWO 


KOowoO NORG 


.6 
.0 


ooo2780 


Oravoo 


aoe 


ok 
-6 


PO 


@ 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 
Lawrence ---- 


Lincoln 
Livingston 


McCracken -- 
McCreary ---- 
McLean 
Madison 
Magoffin 
Marion 


Martin 
Mason 
Meade 
Menifee 
Mercer 
Metcalfe 
Monroe 
Montgomery - 
Morgan 
Muhlenberg -. 
Nelson 
Nicholas 


Oldham 


KF OODWNOrFOCOD a1 on 


Pendleton 


» 


Robertson --- 
Rockcastle _-- 


Washington — 
Wayne 
Webster 


CWORPHDANNOKAPRFONKPWWO 


State check 
OE cee 


Evangeline ___ 
Franklin 


Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson 


Lafayette -. 
Lafourche 


Lincoln 

Livingston __- 
Madison - 
Morehouse .-. 
Natchitoches — 
Orleans 

Ouachita -... 
Plaquemines — 
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LOUISIANA— (PARISHES) —Continued 


MicHicAN—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 

County acre) 
Pointe 

Coupee --.-. 
Rapides 
Red River __. 
Richland -_.. 
Sabine 
St. Bernard _- 
St. Charles —- 
St. Helena -. 
St. James --. 
St. John the 

Baptist -.-. 
St. Landry -- 
St. Martin —- 
St. Mary .... 
St. 

Tammany - 


22.0 
21.3 
26.9 
24.0 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County acre) 
Tangipahoa -. 
Tensas 
Terrebonne _ 


Vermilion — 
Vernon 
Washington - 


West Baton 


West Carroll - 
West 

Feliciana -. 
Winn 

State check 

, 


MAINE 


Andro- 
scoggin -__. 
Aroostook .-.. 
Cumberland — 
Franklin 
Hancock 
Kennebec --_- 


Lincoln 


oeoooooooo 


Penobscot ---. 
Piscataquis -- 
Sagadahoc --.. 
Somerset ---- 


Washington 


State check 
IE feiciiciee 


MARYLAND 


Allegany .0 
Anne 

Arundel --. 
Baltimore 
Calvert 
Caroline 


Dorchester -- 
Frederick .... 


ODMH WWODUNAIRWA 


or- 


Montgomery - 
Prince 

Georges --. 
Queen Annes. 
St. Marys---- 
Somerset --.. 


Washington 
Wicomico --.- 
Worcester --. 
State check 
Tae a.<< 


NK OMDMrO-) 


wo 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Barnstable .. 
Berkshire ---.. 


Franklin --.. 
Hampden ---. 
Hampshire --. 


Charlevoix --_. 
Cheboygan -. 
Chippewa --.-- 
Crawford .... 


Dickinson 


SO AINWNO NOH ATOPAWDIDODANMOUOOHWON 


Middlesex -.. 
Nantucket -_. 


Plymouth 


Worcester --- 
State check 


Grand 
Traverse ... 
Gratiot 
Hillsdale —- 
Houghton --. 


NoowvoHrre 


Jackson 
Kalamazoo -. 
Kalkaska --... 


ooncua 


Keweenaw --- 
Lake 


Leelanau --.-- 
Livingston -.. 


Luce 
Mackinac .... 


KFOWaWwuaonwr 


Manistee -... 
Marquette -.. 


ae 
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1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County acre) 
Mecosta 33.5 
Menominee -. 23. 
Midland 40. 
Missaukee -.. 30. 
Monroe 40. 
Montcalm -_.. 34. 
Montmorency 
Muskegon --- 
Newaygo 
Oakland 
Oceana 
Ogemaw .-.-- 
Ontonagon -- 


POWDO-IN EF NTOCO 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County 


Presque Isle__ 
Roscommon 


St. Joseph__- 


Schoolcraft -- 
Shiawassee _. 
Tuscola 
Van Buren. 
Washtenaw -. 
Wayne 
Wexford --- 
State check 
FR sana 


HAAN PAWMBRARCUM 


Oo 


MINNESOTA 


Benton 

Big Stone--_- 
Blue Earth --- 
Brown 

Carlton 

Carver 

Cass 

Chippewa --.-. 
Chisago 

Clay 
Clearwater 
Cook 
Cottonwood  . 
Crow Wing--- 


Douglas 

East Ottertail_ 
East Polk..-. 
Faribault _.-- 
Fillmore 
Freeborn .... 
Goodhue 


Hennepin ---. 
Houston --~-. 
Hubbard 


Jackson 
Kanabec 
Kandiyohi --- 
Kittson 
Koochiching . 20. 
Lac Qui Parle. 20. 
Lake 
Lake of 

the Woods... _ 21. 
Le Sueur.__.. 
Lincoln 


nt I OHMOOAN TH MOD DDO YHDONM SCHRNOMDUNAIIAOH TRO 


Mahnomen -. 
Marshall 
Martin 


Meeker 
Mille Lacs... 
Morrison ---- 


Nicolet 
Nobles . 
Norman 
North St. 


Olmsted 
Pennington -. 
Pine 

Pipestone ~_-- 
Pope 

Ramsey 


Redwood .... 
Renville 
Rice 


Roseau 

Scott 
Sherburne -.. 
Sibley 

South St. 


PAIOPH WTA NWOADY CYONMAhOPA 


Stearns 
Steele 
Stevens 


SESE o 


QQAM®WOTH OOD 


Traverse 
Wabasha 


NYY 
arr 


~ 
©? 


rS) 
to 
cn 2 


Washington _. 
Watonwan .._ 
West 

Ottertail ... 
West Polk..-_. 


wo 
_ 


Medicine -.. 
State check 
a 


MISSISSIPPI 


Calhoun 
Carroll 
Chickasaw -.. 
Choctaw 
Claiborne 


DANAOCOCHOHWNAWNOH 


Coahoma -.... 


16, 1968 


Covington -.. 


Franklin 


Grenada 
Hancock 
Harrison 
Hinds 


Humphreys -- 
[ssaquena .-. 
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MississiprP1—Continued 


1968 


projected 


yield 


(bushels per 


County acre) 
Itawamba --- 


Jefferson ---- 
Jefferson 
Davis 


Lafayette 
Lamar 
Lauderdale -. 
Lawrence ---. 


Lincoln 
Lowndes 
Madison 


Marshall 
Monroe 
Montgomery - 
Neshoba 
Newton 
Noxubee --.-- 
Oktibbeha --.. 
Panola 

Pearl River... 


29.1 
.2 


dD OAK ADOKPAIOHANOH DEA 


1968 


projected 
yield 


(bushel per 


County 

Pike 

Pontotoc ---- 
Prentiss 
Quitman -... 
Rankin 

Scott 

Sharkey 


Sunflower --.- 
Tallahatchie - 
Tate 


Tishomingo 


Walthall 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Webster 
Wilkinson --- 


Yalobuska --.-. 


State check 
yield -.--. 


MIssourI 


29. 
28. 


Bollinger ~... 


Buchanan -... 

Butler 

Caldwell --... 

Callaway --.-. 

Camden 

Cape 
Girardeau - 

Carroll 

Carter 

Cass 


Chariton -... 
Christian 


Harrison 


Jefferson -... 


6 

4 
.5 
i.e 
.8 
-0 
oi 
-5 
.4 
-6 
.0 
.2 
.4 
5 
.6 


SO DOD ATHAUNOSCHANNHYORABVAIAN IK OD 


cowocur 


Johnson 
Knox 


Lafayette .... 
Lawrence --... 


Mississippi -- 
Moniteau -... 


Montgomery - 
Morgan 
New Madrid_- 
Newton 
Nodaway ---. 


Ray 
Reynolds --..- 
Ripley 

St. Charles-__- 


Genevieve 
Saline 
Schuyler -... 
Scotland 
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Missovuri—Continued 


NeEsRASKA—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County acre) 
Shannon -.... 285. 
Shelby 
Stoddard --_-. 
Stone 
Sullivan 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
acre) 
34. 
32. 
28. 
25. 
26. 
25. 


County 


Washington 


State check 
yield ...-. 


MONTANA 


Beaverhead -- 
Big Horn__-_- 


28. 
28. 
22. 
Broadwater _-. 


Chouteau __-_- 
Custer 

Daniels 
Dawson 

Deer Lodge_-_-_ 
Fallon 
Fergus 
Flathead 
Gallatin 
Garfield 


Golden 

Valley 
Granite 
Hill 
Jefferson -._- 
Judith Basin - 
Lake 
Lewis and 


Madison 
Meagher 
Mineral 
Missoula ---- 
Musselshell _- 
Park 
Petroleum --- 
Phillips 
Pondera 
Powder River-_ 


Richland --_-.-. 
Roosevelt --.-- 


Sanders 

Sheridan --... 
Silver Bow... 
Stillwater --. 
Sweet Grass -. 


Wheatland 


Yellowstone 
State check 
, 


NEBRASKA 


24. 
25. 
17. 


Antelope --.-- 
Arthur 
Banner 

Blaine 


onon 


Cheyenne ---- 
Clay 


= . . ° . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . 


8 


Hamilton -.-- 


Hitchcock 


Cowronr 


Jefferson 
Johnson 
Kearney 
Keith 
Keya Paha-_-_-_ 


Lancaster ____ 
Lincoln 


McPherson 


Morrill 


Nuckolls 
Otoe 


Red Willow-_- 
Richardson -. 
Rock 

Saline 

Sarpy 
Saunders -.--. 
Scotts Bluff___ 


Hdd IPA PORDOOCOWONNY MOH HORVOHAHHNY HOPMAN 
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Valley 


1968 
projected 

yield 
(bushels per 


County 
Sheridan 
Sherman 


Stanton 


Thurston -_... 


Churchill _.--_ 
| Clark 


Douglas 
Elko 
Esmeralda -.-.-. 


Humboldt -.- 
Lander 
Lincoln 


Atlantic 
Bergen 
Burlington __-_ 
Camden 

Cape May---. 
Cumberland - 


Gloucester --- 
Hunterdon __-. 


Mercer 
Middlesex _-_-_-_ 


Bernalillo __-_-. 


McKinley --.-.-. 


Allegany 


Chautauqua __ 
Cayuga 

Chautaugua - 
Chemung 
Chenango 


Columbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 
Dutchess 


Franklin 
Fulton 
Genesee 
Greene 
Hamilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferson 


Livingston --.. 


Montgomery - 


16, 1968 


acre) 
23. 
24. 


NE 


36. 
35. 
31. 
36. 


0 


35. 


0 


33. 
36. 
36. 


Aoyanoon 


caonmo a Ss OHORUWOOCOH 


1968 


projected 


yield 


(bushel per 


County acre) 
Washington -- 
Wayne 


Wheeler 
York 
State check 
. 


NEVADA 


a 


0 


Mineral 
Nye 
Ormsby 
Pershing 
Storey 


White Pine__- 
State check 
TD wane 


JERSEY 
Monmouth __. 


WRG nana 


New MExIco 


NE 


TP IOP PNAMOCHDOCOMPHOHAOM JZ awaastanocoraorouns iow 


CHAN AWAN 


Rio Arriba_-_-_- 
Roosevelt .... 
Sandoval ----. 
San Juan-_-.-- 
San Miguel --- 


Torrance _..-.. 
Union 
Valencia 
State check 
SE ncn 


York 


New York 

City 
Niagara 
Oneida 
Onondaga --.-- 


Orange 
Orleans 
Oswego 
Otsego 
Putnam 
Rensselaer --- 
Richmond --.-. 
Rockland ---- 
St. Lawrence. 


Schenectady — 
Schoharie - 
Schuyler 


Tompkins -.. 


Washington -.. 


OW HODHAIOHMONN 


APY PNY WDOHHWADD 


o 


woo T0rFraor 


uo 


~ 
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New York—Continued NorrH Dakora—Continued OxLaHoma—Continued 
1968 1968 1968 1968 1968 1968 
projected projected projected projected projected projected 
yield yield yield yield yield yield 
(bushel per (bushels per (bushel per (bushel per (bushel per (bushel per 
County acre) County acre) County acre) County acre) County acre) County acre) 
Wayne ____-- 3.5 Waete® «ou 39.2] Walsh ------ 30.7 Williams ..-. 25.7] Roger Mills.. 19.7 Wagoner --.. 27.6 
Westchester. 29.1 State check a 30.9 State check a 27.9 Washington . 29.0 
Wyoming ---- 37.5 yield .... 38.2 | Wells ---..--.. 27.3 yield _... 26.5 | Seminole --.. 25.4 Washita --.. 24.3 
Sequoyah ---. 29.0 Woods -----.-.. 23.7 
NorTH CAROLINA Oxr0 Stephens .... 25.3 Woodward _.. 20.4 
lamnanoe, <. 26.4 i260 ........ 7 Adams _..... 26. 4 BORA cccccinn 38.6 | Texas ....... 15.9 State check 
a ae in, 33.0 | Allen -.---- 88.2 Lorain ------ 35.4 | Tillman —---- 26.8 yield -... 23.8 
Alleghany --. 29.4 Lincoln ---.. 29.6 | Ashland ----. 34.0 Lucas ------- 40.5 | Tulsa ------- 29.5 
ieee 24.5 McDowell --_. 27.2 | Ashtabula -. 34.8 Madison ---.-. 39. 2 Ouzcos 
I es 28.6 Macon ------ 24.9 | Athens -.---. 28.3 Mahoning --. 36.2 
I son 26.2 Madison -___- 26.1 | Auglaize -... 39.5 Marion ---.-.-- 36.7] Baker _______ 7S tee 44.5 
Beaufort ___. 32.3 Martin _____- 34.9 | Belmont --_--- 31.3 Medina a 34.4] Benton ______ 49.3 Lincoln _____ 0 
Bettie: ....... 33.1 Mecklenburg. 25.4| Brown ------ 25.7 Meigs ------- 29.4 | Clackamas... 45.6 Linn __----_. 45.1 
Biséen: ....... 31.7 Mitchell __--- 26.9 | Butler ------ 33.2 Mercer ------ 39.3 | Clatsop ----- 0 Malheur _____ 57.1 
Brunswick .. 30.2 Montgomery - 23.5 | Carroll ------ 33.4 Miami ------ 39.4 | Columbia... 41.1 Marion —___-- 51.1 
Buncombe --. 27.8 Moore ------- 23.2 | Champaign -. 40.9 Monroe ----.- 28.8 |) Coos ___---_- 0 Morrow ----- 27.5 
DIE wien 26.8 Nash -------- 33.4 | Clark -.----- 40.8 Montgomery~ 396.0) Crook __..... 55.3 Multnomah. 47.3 
Cabarrus ---. 26.4 New Hanover. 29.4 | Clermont---. 27.8 Morgan ----- 30.2 | ourry ______- 0 WN see 49.8 
Caldwell ---. 28.8 Pamlico ----- 35.5 | Clinton ----. 34.3 Morrow ----. 32.9 | Deschutes _.. 41.4. Sherman _... 33.0 
Camden ----- 37.5 Northamp- Columbiana . 34.8 Muskingum . 29.1 Douglas ...-- 30.3 Tillamook _.. 0 
Carteret ----- 33.5 ton ------- 29.8 | Coshocton ... 90.0 Noble -.-.... 28.3 | Gilliam -----. 29.4 Umatilla .... 36.2 
Caswell —---- 26.1 Onslow ..--.-.. 28.7 | Crawford -... 36.9 Ottawa -.---. 39.1 Grant ....... 26.0 Union _.-_- i ane 
Catawba --.--- 28.8 Orange -.-.... 28.6 | Cuyahoga... 34.4 Paulding --.. 37.4 Harney __---- 21.0 Wallowa .... 37.5 
Chatham ---- 25.1 Pamlico ---~- 35.6 | Darke ------ 40.0 Perry ------- 29.2 | Hood River--. 24.2 Wasco .-.... 32.8 
Cherokee --.. 22.6 Pasquotank ~ 36.5 | Defiance --.. 36.3 Pickaway --. 35.5 Jackson 37.0 Washington 52.9 
Chowan ~--... 6.6. PORE nunca 29.4 | Delaware -... 34.2 = 29.3 Jefferson ...... 50. 8 Wheeler ze 30. 8 
a 25.9 Perquimans-. 37.9 | Erie -..-..... 40.1 Portage -----. 33. 0 Josephine _-- $3.5 Yamhill ___.. 52.2 
Cleveland .... 27.1 Person -...... 8.2) Pantie .... 83.4 Pehle... 37.1] eiamath .... 43.1 State check 7 
ees... C22 it 2.22. 35.7 | Fayette --... 36.7 Putnam --..-.. 38.9 Sake ee 28. 0 yield 36.4 
CHOPER «2+... PG ° PO, once 26.4 | Franklin -... 34.1 hi... sst-:.mC<2< ;S SS , ore : 
Cumberland . 27.4 Randolph -.. 25.7 | Fulton ------ 41.5 BN is wiasstsatintiinas 31.5 PENNSYLVANIA 
Currituck ... 34.9 Richmond --. 23.5] Gallia --_----. 26.6 Sandusky -.. 39.1 
Cl 0 Robeson ----- 28.4 | Geauga ----- Sn 30.1 | Adams ---..-. 32.0 Lebanon .... 36.0 
Davidson .... 27.0 Rockingham .~ 28.6] Greene ------ 37.0 Seneca ....-- 38.6 | Allegheny --. 29.0 Lehigh --.... 34.0 
i 29.5 Rowan ------ 28.1 | Guernsey ---. 28.6 Shelby ------ 39.1} Armstrong -. 30.0 Luzerne --... 30.5 
END. ence 30.5 Rutherford -. 28.0 | Hamilton --.. 33.6 Stark -------. 36.7 | Beaver ...... 30.5 Lycoming -... 32.0 
Durham ----. 28.9 Sampson -.-. 30.5 | Hancock ___-- 39.5 Summit -.--. 33.0 | Bedford ..... $2.0 McKean --.-... 31.5 
Edgecombe -. 33.2 Scotland ---. 29.1] Hardin ----. 37.6 Trumbull ... 32.2] Berks -.-.... TRO BE scccca 32.5 
Forsyth ----.-. 25.2. Geenay anise 24.8 | Harrison -... 31.7 Tuscarawas... 32.7] Blair -.-.--.. 33.0 TE asencs 32.0 
Franklin .--. 27.1 Stokes -----. 26.2 | Henry ------- 40.9 Union --.-.-. 35.6 | Bradford .... 30.5 Monroe -.... 32.0 
Gest ...... 8.3: Seay ....... 30.0 | Highland _... 28.8 Van Wert-... 41.1 | Bucks --..... 33.5 Montgomery . 33.0 
ase 2.2: Bee ....... 0 Hocking ~---. $8.8 ‘WHRROE siccce 29.3 | Butler ~..... 32.5 Montour .-... 29.0 
Graham ----- 0 Transylvania . 27.2 | Holmes ------ 34.0 Warren --.--. 32.3 | Cambria -... 29.0 Northamp- 
Granville ---. 24.5 Tyrrell ------ 34.9 | Huron --.--- 38.1 Washington . 29.3] Cameron -... 23.2 WE scenes 37.0 
Greene ------ 35.6 Union ------- 27.5 | Jackson -----. 28.4 Wayne -.--.-- 36.3} Carbon -.... 31.0 Northumber- 
Guilford .... 28.4 Vance --.----- 26.2 | Jefferson -... 31.6 Williams ---. 37.1] Centre ---... 33.0 eee 32.0 
a 33.0 Wake ------- 27.8 | Knox --___--- C3 Weel secu 40.0] Chester ---_. te a > 32.0 
Harnett --.--- 30.0 Warren ------ 25.5 | Lake ..-..-.. 32.0 Wyandot ---. 37.5] Clarion _.... 28.0 Philadelphia. 0 
Haywood ...- 26.8 Washington - 35.9/ Lawrence ---. 30.0 State check Cente... SEO PM iasscccs 30.0 
Henderson -. 28.0 Watauga ---- 28.5] Licking ____- 30.9 yield .... 36.3] Clinton --... — Ea 33.0 
Hertford -... 32.0 Wayne ------ 34.4 Columbia -... 34.0 Schuylkill ... 30.0 
cen 28.4 Wilkes ------ 28.3 OKLAHOMA Crawford .... 30.5 Smyder -..-.. $1.2 
Hyde -------- 33.2 Wilson ------ 35.8 Cumberland ~ 34.0 Somerset .-.. 30.2 
Iredell ~.--.-. 27.9 TE, siciinimsinios 28.5 EEE 28.0 Jackson ..... 22.4 Dauphin was BO Sullivan —.__- 31.0 
Jackson -.... 23.0 Tameey ...... 24.9 | Alfalfa ------ 28.4 Jefferson ---- 25.0 | nejaware _.. 36.0 Susque- 
Johnston -... 31.2 State check Atoka. ....... 23.2 Johnston -.-. 27.1 Elk _ 28.4 hanna 33.0 
POD sence 32.0 yield .... 28.5 | Beaver ...... 16.1 IE > sicsccivtciiniintivinte 32.2 aR 31.0 Tioga ..----- 30.0 
Beckham .... 20.8 Kingfisher -.. 24.7 Fayette eee 31. S te ...... 33. 5 
NortH DaKoTA BROERD. ances 25.8 Kiowa -----. 23.5 werent. 26. + Venango Ses 29. 0 
Adams ___--- ot Wihes —. melo et Le Sale. Se. ee awe 28.5 
Dares ....... 26.8 McIntosh --- 20.0] Ganadian_... 28.6 Lincoln __ 93.3 | Fulton ------ 28.0 Washington . 32.0 
Benson ---.-- 28.3 McKenzie ---. 24.2 | Garter a Logan .__--- 27.3 | Greene ----- 31.0 Wayne ~-..... 31.5 
Billings ..... 22.9 McLean ----. 28.4] Cherokee _... 24.3 Love .-...... 25.1 | Huntingdon ~ 30.0 Westmore- 
Bottineau -.. 30.5 Mercer -.---. 25.7 | Choctaw __... 25.0 McClain ___.. 30.9 | Indiana --.--. 30.0 land -..... 32.0 
Bowman ----- 21.4 Morton ----.- 23.2 | Cimarron __.. 14.5 McCurtain _. 21.9 | Jefferson --.. 28.0 Wyoming -.. 30.0 
END cen 29.6 Mountrail --_ 28.2] cjeveland _._. 28.6 McIntosh _.. 24.6 | Jumiata ----. 23 Te 35.6 
Burleigh -... 23.2 Nelson -.-.--. 33.7 | Goal _......- 25.5 Major —-.---- 26.3 | Lackawanna . 30.0 State check 
ae a. Ole ...... 21.4 | Comanche _.. 21.9 Marshall _... 25.4 | Lamcaster -.. 40.1 yield -... 33.5 
oo santa = ; a iii = ; Cotton ___._- 27.9 Mayes ....... 29.1 | Lawrence -... 33.7 
 weisctateces ; OOS ccna ‘ites ?. Sie . 
Divide ____- 27.3 Ramsey _---- aa sa. —... =e Ruope Istanp 
Dunn ------- 23.4 Ransom ---_- 23.3 | Custer ------ 96.5  WNoble ....... 28.9 
Eddy --...... 26.2 Renville __--- 31.2] Delaware ..-_. 28.0 Nowata ------ 27.5 — eer ; "7 = 
Emmons ----. 21.2 Richland ---- 23.9 | Dewey -_.---- 21.6 Okfuskee __.. 24.6 Newport ee eee 28.5 yield 28.5 
Foss .._... 27.7 Rolette ------. 28.6 | Ellis ........ 15.1 Oklahoma --. 27.6 | providence... 0 prone ’ 
— Val- — oo ----- os Garfield .-.--. 27.7 Okmulgee -.. 23.1 v7 
ey -------- . eridan ---- : Garvin. ....... 22 | QO wcetnce 28.6 
Grand Forks. 30.4 Sioux ----_--. 20.3 | Grady -_-.--- 29.5 Ottawa iscsi 29.4 rsscnscaacneiiaete 
Grant ------- 21.8 Slope ------- 23.9 | Grant ------- 28.1 Pawnee ...... 28.1 | Abbeville _... 28.2 Beaufort -... 32.5 
Griggs ------ 2. Dik ....... th... le 20.9 Payne ------ 26.4 | Aiken -_-.-.. 26.9 Berkeley -... 31.7 
Hettinger _... 24.2 Steele ......-. 31.8 | Harmon ----- 20.4 # Pittsburg .... 23.4 | Allendale -.. 30.6 Calhoun ~--.-... 32.7 
ne 20.3 Stutsman -.. 24.5 | Harper ---- 16.4 Pontotoc .... 25.5 | Anderson .... 27.7 Charleston... 33.1 
La Moure.... 23.5 Towner ...-.. 29.9 | Haskell --_. 26.3 Pottawatomie . 27.9 | Bamberg .... 29.8 Cherokee .... 27.6 
RNIN estccccinacadone 2.  ncccnce 30.2 Hughes .-.... 25.2 Pushmataha . 23.0 Barnwell -... 29.1 Chester -..-. 28.0 
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SoutH CaROLINa—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 
Chesterfield _- 
Clarendon --- 
Colleton _..-- 
Darlington -- 
TO ccenaee 
Dorchester --- 
Edgefield _--- 


Fairfield 
Florence 


Georgetown -_- 


Greenville __- 


Greenwood -- 
Hampton’ __-_. 
SE, entre 


eee 
Kershaw 


Laurens 
ae 


oo 
Beadle 

Bennett 
Bon Homme - 
Brookings --.. 


BHOWR .nccans 


| ee 
Campbell ---- 
Charles Mix -- 
GHEE wiiienuninns 
Gt auinacunes 
Codington --- 
Corson 


Fall River ..-. 
Faulk 
GE: Srcatciciate 
Gregory --.-.-- 
Haakon 


Hand ____-__- 


Harding ...-- 
Hughes -..... 
Hutchinson __ 


Bradley ...... 


Cannon 


Cheatham --.-. 


Chester 


Cumberland — 
Davidson __-.- 


Decatur 


Dickson 


Franklin 





County 
Lexington --- 
McCormick -- 
Marion 
Marlboro 
Newberry -.-- 
Oconee 
Orangeburg -- 
Pickens 
Richland _--- 
Saluda 
Spartanburg - 


Union 


Lancaster --.. 


AARABHBDBOHWOOUTONHH 


Mellette 


Moody 


Yankton 
Ziebach 


OH OOO II IOD NOOR AHTIPOOWRONHOAHARH OD 


Giles 


Claiborne __.- 


TN inicncttadents 
Fayette -..... 
Pentress ..... 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
acre) 


Sumpter ---- 


State check 
a 


SouTH DAKOTA 


Jerauld --.-.-.-. 
GORE ccasnse 


Kingsbury --- 
J ea 
Lawrence _--- 


Lincoln _....-. 


Lyman 
MoOcck ..... 
McPherson -- 
Marshall 
Meade 


en 
Minnehaha -- 
Pennington a 
Perkins _..... 
Potter 


Shannon --.-.- 
ee 


Stanley ---.-- 


SN a cicicta- istic 


Walworth --. 


Washa- 
baugh --_--- 


State check 
SEG nae 


TENNESSEE 


Grainger -.--. 


Co 
le 
Hamblen ---- 
Hamilton ..-.- 
Hancock -.-.-.- 
Hardeman --.. 
Hardin 
Hawkins ---. 
Haywood  _..- 
Henderson _.. 
DEE aasesos 
Hickman --.-- 
Houston 
Humphreys -- 
Jackson -...- 
Jefferson _..- 


Johnson 


S.. civtniiadeceind 
Lake 


Lauderdale -. 
Lawrence _.-.- 
EE: aetereiin 
Lincoln 


CO THK ROTMBOHK DHOOM 


«1 






County 
Loudon 


Montgomery - 
a 


Morgan 


WE © iccewues 


Overton 


PORE a nncceen 
Pickett ...... 
NEE. cetccadntitiesbes 


Putnam 


Robertson 
Rutherford -- 


Anderson --.. 


Andrews 


Angelina ---- 


Aransas 


a 
Armstrong --- 


Atascosa 


EEE 
EGF acacus 


Bandera 
Bastrop 


Brewster 
Briscoe 


Burleson 


Caldwell 
Calhoun 
Callahan 
Cameron 


Chambers --- 
Cherokee 
Childress 
re 


Cochran 


no 


Coleman 


 _ 
Collingsworth. 


Colorado 


a 
Comanche ---. 


Coryell 


Cottle ...... 
a 


Crockett 


a. 
Culberson --. 
Dallam --_... 


Dawson 


ROE. sitions 


ne PODARVWOPAOTIOUVHAUSCAION 


awe 


BO ccecceccs 


BEE enanwe 


a 
a 


Burnet ....-- 


® ao 3 ® Bw PH PONKHOOW RH 


HIND PPPROOOHPAAINA a b 


WKH Oronan 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


TENNESSEE—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushel per 
County acre) 


a ee 
Sequatchie --. 
GG ascudae 


Stewart -.... 
Sullivan -...-. 
Sumner ....- 
TD eennne 
Trousdale --- 
Ee - nisin 
UO .ncccas 
Van Buren_-_- 
Warren ....<.. 
Washington - 


Williamson -. 
Wi6em .....- 
State check 
yield -... 


ME iiiinain 


Fort Bend__-_- 
Franklin --.-.-. 
Freestone --__- 
oo 
GN ceca 
Galveston -.- 
a 
Gillespie -_.-. 
Glasscock -.-_- 
IIE: sitescietan a 
Gonzales ---_- 


Guadalupe --- 
a 
EE stesso 
Hamilton --.-- 
Hansford -__- 


Hardeman --- 


a 
Hemphill __-.- 
Henderson -_-__ 


Hopkins -...- 
Houston -_.-.. 
Howard .-..-.- 
Hudspeth -__-_ 
ll 
Hutchinson -- 
Irion 


, ee 


Jeff Davis --- 
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Texas—Continued 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 


Jefferson -.-- 
Jim Hogg ---- 
Jim Wells... 
Johnson 
Jones 
Karnes -...-- 
Kaufman --- 
Kendall _-_-- 
ae 
Kent ice er adaitt 
BNET sasintsisecisipsiiitpte 
ID  aencticss 
0 a 
Kinney --.-.--- 
Kleberg ...-.-.- 
PE cnnmen 
ROGER nncnann 
SAD ananedian 
Lampasas ---- 
Be Ts ennen 
Lavaca --.-- 
Lee 


CO 
Limestone --- 
Lipscomb ---- 
Live Oak.._-_. 
CO Fa 
= 
Lubbock ---..-. 
A EE7~ 
McCulloch --- 
McLennan --. 
Madison ----- 
EEE ncamas 


Matagorda -.-. 
Maverick -_-_.-.. 
McMullen --.. 
Medina -..... 
Menard 
Midland ----.- 
BD cannes 
(0 
Mitchell -..-- 
Montague --- 
Montgomery - 
Moore 


Motley ...-..-. 
Nacogdoches - 
Navarro 
Newton 


Nueces ....... 
Ochiltree .._. 
Oldham -_..--- 
a 
Palo Pinto --- 
Panola ...... 
PORE? ..accce 


CE 


2 


PROUD PATI 


or wer 


w 


“1 


Nooo 


eNO 


a 


a 


o GAN AQAA 


aa20 eo o- 


ae 


DWOHKOKWONWWUNRDHH w& 


1968 
projected 
yield 
(bushels per 
County acre) 


Randall 
eee 
UE ecananne 
Red River.-_- 
Reeves 
Refugio 
Roberts -..... 
Robertson --_-_- 
Rockwall --- 
Runnels --..-- 
ee 
Sabine 
San 
Augustine —- 
San Jacinto_-_ 
San Patricio-_- 


Schleicher __-_ 
a 
Shackelford 
EE :aengene 
Sherman 
TEE cesses 
Somervell ___- 
er Gutnamnsie 
Stephens --.-.- 
Sterling -.... 
Stonewall ---_- 
Sutton 


a 
Throck- 
morton -... 
WED aikacoieodan 
Tom Green... 
es 


Uvalde -..... 
Vai Verde -___ 
Van Zandt___ 
Victoria 
Walker 

Waller 
Ward 


rr 
Wheeler 
Wichita ..... 
Wilbarger --_-- 
Willacy -..-.-. 
Williamson ~. 
Wilson 


State check 
yield .... 


qd 
Fy 
z 


EE andeikinindn 
Salt Lake _--_- 
San Juan_--. 


State check 
yleld -.. 


© > o @ noon 


ouco 


wo 


oon a3 bo a ad 


now 


wo 


> 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 





















VERMONT WaAsHINGTON—Continued 
1968 1968 1968 1968 
projected projected projected projected 
yield yield yield yield 
(bushel per (bushel per (bushel per (bushel per 
County acre) County acre) County acre) County acre) 
Addison -.--- 31.4 oo en 0 Okanogan ... 24.6 Stevems ---.. 41.9 
Bennington .. 0 Orleans ----- 31.4 | Pacific ....... 0 Thurston .... 43.0 
Caledonia -.. 0 Rutland --_-. 0 Pend Oreille.. 27.2 Wahkiakum... 0 
Chittenden _. 31.4 Washington - 0 San Juan_-_-__. 49.5 Walla Walla.. 46.0 
I bal 0 Windham -.. 31.4] Pierce -....-. 31.5 Whatcom .... 39.4 
Franklin -.-.. 0 Windsor --.-.- 0 SII sicckcniticetranes 59.4 Whitman .... 52.4 
Grand Isle... 31.4 State check Skamania _-__- 0 Yakima --.-.-.. 43.7 
Lamoille -... 0 yield _._.. 31.4] Snohomish -. 42.2 State check 
Spokane ----- 48.1 yleld .... 4.7 
VIRGINIA 
Accomack --. 30.3 Madison __--- 28.1 Waser Vanessa 
Albemarle --. 29.1 Mathews ---- 30.3] parpour ioe i a 
Alleghany --. 26.6 Mecklenburg - 25:4] Rerkeley ~__. a? meine. ; 
Amelia ---.-- 28.4 Middlesex -.. 29.8 Boone _. 0 Monroe Pr 29. 0 
Amherst ---- 25.3 Montgomery - 27.5] praxton sioee 22.1 Morgan ____- 20. 9 
Appomattox - 26.5 Namsemond - 27.3] Riooke ____ 28. 3 icholes. ____ 25. 1 
Augusta ----- 29.8 Nelson ------ 27.8 | Cabell _..---_ 23.0 Ohio ...----. 26.4 
Bath -------- 25.8 New Kent---- 31.9} cCainoun _____ 0 Pendleton -.. 26.9 
Bedford -.-.-- 28.0 Newport CEES 0 Pleasants _.. 24.8 
Bland ------ 27.0 News ------ 24.9 | Doddridge _.. 0 Pocahontas __ 28.8 
Botetourt --- 29.2 North- Fayette ______ 23.2 Preston _._- 26.3 
Brunswick -.. 25.1 ampton -_.. 32.6 Gilmer . 24.9 Putnam 20.1 
Buchanan --. 21.8 Northumber- Grant ____. 29. 1 Raleigh ____- 21. 0 
Buckingham - 27.9 land ~------ 31.8 | Greenbrier _. 26.8 Randolph _-. 30.4 
Campbell --- 26.6 Nottoway ---. 27.1 Hampshire __ 28.7 Ritchie 23.7 
Caroline -.-- 27.7 Orange ------ 28.9 Hancock -... 25.1 Roane -----. 23.1 
Carroll ----- 27.1 Page -------- 28.0) Hardy _-_-_- 31.2 Summers -.. 28.2 
Charles City _ 31.2 Patrick --.-.. Tg oe 23.8 Taylor 47 
Charlotte --. 26.4 Pittsylvania... 25.5 | jackson __. 21.8 Tucker _.__.. 22.6 
Chesapeake -- 31.4 Powhatan --- 27.6] jeerson _. 28.6  ecas 24.0 
Chesterfield . 25.5 Prince Kanawha Tee 20. 7 Upshur ean 23. 3 
Clarke ~----- 28.3 Edward ---. 28.3 | Lewis _...._. 22.7 Wayne -.-.-. 22.0 
CEE onan ne 23.6 Prince Lincoln -.--- 21.3 Webster ---. 21.3 
Culpeper ---. 29.1 George ..-. 27.5 Logan _______ 0 Wetzel 23.2 
Cumberland - 27.7 Prince McDowell _ 0 Me 20.8 
Dickenson -. 22.3 Witten... SEO beeen, ss ea 25.9 
Dinwiddie -.. 26.3 Pulaski ~_.___ 25.7 | Marshall _... 24.0 Wyoming __- Oo 
aE .-----— =i 6 Saee- Mason ---.-- 24.5 State check 
II sa lictincnes 28.8 hannock ... 28.8 Mercer 23.4 yield 27.8 
Fauquier ---- 28.9 Richmond --- 30.3 | ygineral _____ 29.7 Pee , 
a 29.8 Roanoke -_.-- aa f 
Fluvanna --- 27.5 Rockbridge -. 29.2 
Franklin .... 26.4 Rockingham _ 29.9 ee 
Frederick -.._. 27.0 Russell —----- 24.1] agams ______ 23.4 Marinette _._ 24.1 
Giles ------- 26.4 Scott --.----- 24.7 | Ashland ____- 23.2 Marquette _._ 22.7 
Gloucester -. 26.6 Shenandoah . 29.1 Barron ______ 24.1 Menominee 0 
— -- 4 Smyth ------- 27.1 Bayfield ____- 24.3 Milwaukee .. 36.1 
rayson ~.... : South- ee ee 33.0 Monroe ---.. 27.3 
Greene ------ 24.9 ampton ---- 26.1) Buffalo _____- 26.7 Oconto - 26. 4 
Greensville -- 26.0 Spot- Burnett ____. 21.9 Oneida _____. 23.0 
Halifax ------ 25.1 sylvania --- 26.5 | Calumet __-__ 34.7 Outagamie 32.5 
Hampton -.-- 24.9 Stafford ----- 28.6 | Chippewa 23.5 Ozaukee ..-. 35.5 
Hanover ----. 28.8 Surry -------- 27.8 | Clark _..._. 28.8 Pepin _-.-... 26.5 
eae o---- = . Sussex ------ 26.8 | Columbia _... 35.6 Pierce -....-- 26.5 
enry ------ > Tazewell ---__ 25.1 | Crawford _-.. 39.0 Polk ----..-- 24.1 
Highland --- 26.8 Virginia Dane 37.2 Port 23.0 
Isle of Wight. 27.4 Beach _____ 4 ee —- ian 2.0 
James City-- 31.2 Warren --_-.. 29.0 | Door _..-.--. 29.0 Racine _---_- 40.4 
King and Washington - 25.7] Douglas _____ 25.1 Richland ___- 36.9 
Queen ---- 27.8 Westmore- Dunn 25.9 Rock -..---. 38.5 
King George. 28.9 land -----. 31.3} Bau Claire---. 25.1 Rusk _------ 22.6 
King William- 29.0 Wise ----...- 22.3} Florence _--. 21.8 St. Croix...-. 25.3 
Lancaster --- 28.8 Wythe -----. 28.5 | Fond duLac_. 34.8 Sauk _.-.--. 32.0 
Lee --------- 28.1 York -...---- 30.2] Forest _____- 22.0 Sawyer __.--- 21.2 
Loudoun ---- 29.1 State check Se acces 35.3 Shawano 29.1 
Louisa ------ 28. 2 yield --- 27.8 | Green ______- 38.1 Sheboygan... 36.3 
Lunenburg -- 26.9 Green Lake... 26.6 Taylor _----- 27.4 
IY ctgiicanneite 34.3 Trempealeau 26.0 
EES Oe nc scoceen 20.4 Vernon -..--. 35.9 
a 32.6 = 44.3 | Jackson -_... 28.2 , eee 21.6 
ee 36.6 Grays Jefferson .... 38.3 Walworth -.. 38.4 
Benton ----- 26.4 Harbor ---. 34.2 | Juneau ----- 25.2 Washburn ... 21.8 
Chelan ------ 22.5 Island ------- 61.5 | Kenosha __-_- 41.3 Washington . 38.9 
- oo--= — : = ---- - 4! Kewaunee ___ 33.3 Waukesha -._ 36.0 
Columbia... 58.0 Kitsap... 0 | 1 Crosse. 26.0 Waupaca -... 28.6 
as 4.3 Kittitas ___ 61.2 Lafayette -.. 32.9 Waushara -.. 25.6 
Douglas mene 27.4 Klickitat .... 34.0 Langlade i Winnebago wee 
Ferry ..-----. 36.1 Lewis _--_-__ 46.4 | Lincoln ----- See ‘WOE. on.s0.- 27.2 
Pranklin .... 36.5 Lincoln ----. 38.5 | Manitowoc... 34.1 State check 
Garfield ..... 49.7 Mason ....... 0 Marathon .... 28.0 yield --.. 35.2 
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WYOMING 
1968 1968 
projected projected 
yield yield 
(bushel per (bushel per 
County acre) County acre) 
CO 13.7 Niobrara --.. 18.3 
Big Horn..... eee |=. antes 41.8 
Campbell .... 22.8 Platte -...... 23.0 
Corpom ...... 17.4 Sheridan -... 24.5 
Converse .... 18.1 Sublette -... 0 
COO. cncncce 22.2 Sweetwater .. 0 
Fremont -.-.-.- Ce “TGR sascnce 36.5 
Goalen ..... mee 06 GE. cman 27.7 
Hot Springs . 36.5 Washakie -... 37.2 
Johnson ---.-.. 3.3 Waesleh ..... 20.6 
Laramie -.--. 22.0 State check 
Lincoln ----. 22.1 yield .... 22.0 
Natrona --.... 25.6 


(Sees. 339(g), 375(b), 379); 52 Stat. 66, 76 
Stat. 624, 76 Stat. 630; 7 U.S.C. §§ 1339(g), 
1375(b), 1379j) 


Effective date. Date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb- 
ruary 7, 1968. 


H. D. Goprrey, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1820; Filed, Feb. 
8:45 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


[Amdt. 2] 
PART 730—RICE 


Subpart—Rice Marketing Quota Reg- 
ulations for 1967 and Subsequent 
Crop Years 

EXPERIMENTAL RICE 


The amendment herein is issued under 
and in accordance with the provisions of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as amended. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
change the definition of “rice acreage” to 
exclude certain acreages of rice grown 
for the purpose of experiments on mos- 
quito control. 

Since rice farmers are planning rice 
farming operations for the 1968 crop 
year, and will need to know the provi- 
sions of this amendment, it is important 
that this amendment be issued and made 
effective as soon as possible. According- 
ly, it is hereby found that compliance 
with the notice, public procedure, and 
effective date requirements of 5 U.S.C. 
553 is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest and this amendment shall 
become effective as provided herein. 

Paragraph (b)(21) of §1730.2 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 730.2 Definitions. 
a . ° s * 

(b) * > +. 

(21) “Rice acreage” means the acreage 
planted to rice and the acreage of volun- 
teer rice which reaches maturity, ex- 
cluding (i) any acreage of nonirrigated 
rice produced on any farm on which such 
acreage is 3 acres or less, (ii) any acre- 
age of sweet, glutenous, or candy rice, 
commonly known as Mochi Gomi, (iii) 
any acreage of rice grown for experi- 
mental purposes only by or under con- 
tract to a publicly owned agricultural 


16, 1968 





experiment station, (iv) any acreage of 
rice grown for the purpose of experi- 
ments on mosquito control by or under 
contract to a Federal, State, or local 
public health service: Provided, That 
(a) the rice is planted in small plots 
which are designated by the producer 
and approved by the county committee 
with the concurrence of the State com- 
mittee for such purpose before planting, 
and (b) evidence of destruction of the 
rice produced on such plots satisfactory 
to the county committee is furnished 
within 60 calendar days after the date 
on which the harvesting of rice is 
normally substantially completed in the 
county as provided in § 730.10(a), (v) 
any acreage of rice in excess of the 
allotment on a wildlife refuge farm 
consisting solely of Federal- or State- 
owned land, if such acreage is not har- 
vested, but is left on the land for wild- 
life feed, (vi) any acreage planted to 
rice in excess of the farm allotment, or 
when applicable, the permitted acreage 
of rice under the conservation and crop- 
land adjustment programs, which is 
destroyed or otherwise handled or 
treated (by the producer or from some 
cause beyond his control) not later than 
the final date for disposal of excess acre- 
age as provided in Part 718 of this 
chapter, Determination of Acreage and 
Compliance, so that rice cannot be har- 
vested therefrom, (vii) any acreage 
seeded to rice outside of the field border 
levee where such levee is bounded by a 
fence or other barrier which would make 
it impossible to harvest or destroy the 
rice from such acreage by mechanical 
means, and any acreage seeded to rice 
inside of drainage ditch banks where the 
topography would make it impossible to 
harvest or destroy the rice from such 
acreage by mechanical means: Provided, 
That the seeding operations have been 
performed with an end gate seeder or 
by airplane, and (viii) any acreage 
planted to rice for wildlife food plots or 
for establishing wildlife habitat if (a) 
the rice is planted in small plots which 
are designated by the producer and ap- 
proved by the county committee for such 
purpose before planting, and (b) no 
grazing or harvesting other than by 
wildlife is permitted. A second planting 
and maturing of rice on a farm on which 
one crop has been planted and matured 
in the same crop year shall be considered 
additional acreage when determining the 
farm rice acreage. 


(Secs. 301, 375, 52 Stat. 38, as amended, 66, as 
amended, 7 U.S.C. 1301, 1375) 


Effective date. Date of filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Febru- 
ary 12, 1968. 
H. D. GopFrrey, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1965; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[Amdt. 16] 
PART 730—RICE 


Subpart—Regulations for Determina- 
tion of Acreage Allotments for 1964 
and Subsequent Crops of Rice 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 


The amendments herein are issued un- 
der and in accordance with provisions 
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended. 

The purpose of these amendments is to 
change (1) the definition of “rice acre- 
age” to exclude certain acreages of rice 
grown for the purpose of experiments on 
mosquito control and (2) the closing date 
for the release of rice allotments in Loui- 
siana from April 1 to March 1, effective 
for 1968 and subsequent crop years. 

Since rice farmers are planning rice 
farming operations for the 1968 crop 
year, and will need to know the provi- 
sions of these amendments, it is impor- 
tant that these amendments be issued 
and made effective as soon as possible. 
Accordingly, it is hereby found that com- 
pliance with the notice, public procedure, 
and effective date requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 553 is impracticable and contrary 
to the public interest and these amend- 
ments shall become effective as provided 
herein. 

1. Paragraph 
amended to read: 


§ 730.1511 


+ * * * * 


(h) “Rice acreage’ means the acreage 
planted to rice and the acreage of vol- 
unteer rice which reaches maturity, ex- 
cluding (1) any acreage of nonirrigated 
rice produced on any farm on which such 
acreage is 3 acres or less, (2) any acreage 
of sweet, glutenous, or candy rice, com- 
monly known as Mochi Gomi, (3) any 
acreage of rice grown for experimental 
purposes only by or under contract to a 
publicly owned agricultural experiment 
station, (4) any acreage of rice grown 
for the purpose of experiments on mos- 
quito control by or under contract to a 
Federal, State, or local public health 
service: Provided, That (i) the rice is 
planted in small plots which are desig- 
nated by the producer and approved by 
the county committee with the concur- 
rence of the State committee for such 
purpose before planting, and (ii) evi- 
dence of destruction of the rice produced 
on such plots satisfactory to the county 
committee is furnished within 60 calen- 
dar days after the date on which the 
harvesting of rice is normally substan- 
tially completed in the county as pro- 
vided in § 730.10(a), (5) any acreage of 
rice in excess of the allotment on a 
wildlife refuge farm consisting solely of 
Federal- or State-owned land, if such 
acreage is not harvested, but is left on 
the land for wildlife feed, (6) any acre- 
age planted to rice in excess of the farm 
allotment, or when applicable, the per- 
mitted acreage of rice under the conser- 
vation and cropland adjustment pro- 
grams, which is destroyed or otherwise 
handled or treated (by the producer or 
from some cause beyond his control) not 
later than the final date for disposal of 


(h) of § 730.1511 is 


Definitions. 
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excess acreage as provided in Part 718 
of this chapter, Determination of Acreage 
and Compliance, so that rice cannot be 
harvested therefrom, (7) any acreage 
seeded to rice outside of the field border 
levee where such levee is bounded by a 
fence or other barrier which would make 
it impossible to harvest or destroy the 
rice from such acreage by mechanical 
means, and any acreage seeded to rice 
inside of drainage ditch banks where the 
topography would make it impossible to 
harvest or destroy the rice from such 
acreage by mechanical means: Provided, 
That the seeding operations have been 
performed with an end gate seeder or by 
airplane, and (8) any acreage planted to 
rice for wildlife food plots or for estab- 
lishing wildlife habitat if (i) the rice is 
planted in small plots which are desig- 
nated by the producer and approved by 
the county committee for such purpose 
before planting, and (ii) no grazing or 
harvesting other than by wildlife is per- 
mitted. Effective with 1965 and subse- 
quent crops of rice, a second planting 
and maturing of rice on a farm on which 
one crop has been planted and matured 
in the same crop year shall be considered 
additional acreage when determining 
the farm rice acreage. 


§ 730.1524 [Amended] 


2. Paragraph (a) of § 730.1524 is 
amended by deleting “April 1” for Loui- 
siana in the listing of closing dates for 
release of rice allotment and inserting 
“March 1”’. 


§ 730.1533 [Amended] 


3. Paragraph (a) of § 730.1533 is 
amended by deleting “April 1” for Loui- 
siana in the listing of closing dates for 
release of rice allotment and inserting 
“March 1”. 

(Secs. 301, 353, 375, 52 Stat. 38, as amended, 


61, as amended, 66 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1301, 
1353, 1375) 


Effective date. Date of filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb- 
ruary 12, 1968. 
H. D. GopFrey, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1945; Filed, Feb. 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 


15, 1968; 


Chapter Ill—Bureau of International 
Commerce, Department of Com- 
merce 


SUBCHAPTER B—EXPORT REGULATIONS 


[10 Gen. Rev. of Export Regs., Amdt. C.C.L. 
No. 14] 


PART 399—COMMODITY CONTROL 
LIST 
Incorporation by Reference 


Section 399.1 Commodity Control 
List is revised to read as follows: 
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§ 399.1 Commodity Control List; incor- 
poration by reference. 


(a) The text of the current edition of 
the Commodity Control List as published 
in the Comprehensive Export Schedule, 
which is referred to and invoked by pro- 
visions in this Subchapter B, is hereby 
incorporated by reference pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 552(a) (1) and 1 CFR Part 20. 


(b) The Commodity Control List is 
available at the following places: 


Superintendent of Documents, Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 
Exporters Service Section, Office of Export 
Control, Bureau of International Com- 
merce, Department of Commerce, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20230. 

Field offices of the Bureau of International 
Commerce, Department of Commerce. 


(c) Revisions, amendments, revoca- 
tions, deletions, recodifications, redesig- 


nations, and corrections will be issued ~ 


in Current Export Bulletins from time to 
time by the Office of Export Control, 
Bureau of International Commerce, De- 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, in the form of replacement 
pages or insert sheets, and an official 
historic file will be maintained “by the 
Office of Export Control. 

(Sec. 3, 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023; E.O. 
10945, 26 F.R. 4487, 3 CFR 1959-63 Comp.; 


E.O. 11038, 27 F.R. 7003, 3 CFR 1959-63 
Comp.) 


Effective date: February 13, 1968. 


RAvER H. MEYER, 
Director, 
Office of Export Control. 


Nore: Incorporation by reference pro- 
visions in § 399.1 approved by Director of 
the Federal Register on February 15, 
1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1975; Filed, Feb. 
8:50 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 


Random Distribution of “Bonus Cer- 
tificates’’ With Purchase 


§ 15.190 Random distribution of “bonus 
certificates” with purchase. 


(a) The Commission in an advisory 
opinion stated that the random inclusion 
of “bonus certificates” in egg cartons 
would be violative of section 5 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. ‘ 

(b) The seller proposed to include 
“bonus certificates” in cartons of eggs 
offered for sale. The certificates were 
decribed as being worth “so many eggs 
or $5 in cash.” They would be randomly 
distributed so that some cartons would 
contain eggs plus a bonus certificate of 
value, while others would contain eggs 


only, or eggs plus a certificate of little 
or no value. 
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(c) The Commission was of the view 
that this would be merchandising by 
lottery, a practice which the Commis- 
sion has long held to be unfair within 
the meaning of section 5 of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. 


(38 Stat. 1717, 
41-58) 


Issued: February 15, 1968. 
By direction of the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1881; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


as amended; 15 US.C. 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 


Advertisements Which Appear in 
News Format 
§ 15.191 Advertisements which appear 
in news format. 

(a) The Commission rendered an ad- 
visory opinion involving the question of 
whether it is deceptive to publish an ad- 
vertisement in the format of a news arti- 
cle without disclosing it is an advertise- 
ment, as required in the Commission’s 
press release of November 28, 1967. 

(b) The factual situation presented to 
the Commission involved the publication 
of a column in a newspaper which ad- 
vertised the cuisine facilities of several 
restaurants. Written in narrative form, 
the writeup about each restaurant usu- 
ally identified the chef and/or head 
waiter, gave a brief description of how a 
certain meal is prepared, and contained 
other factual information concerning 


the hours during which meals are served, 
whether dancing is permitted, whether 
cocktails are served, and some general 
indication of the price range of the meal. 
(c) In its opinion, the Commission 
concluded: “* * * the column uses the 
format and has the general appearance 
of a news feature and/or article for pub- 
lic information which purports to give an 
independent, impartial and unbiased 
view of the cuisine facilities of a particu- 
lar restaurant. Since the column in fact 
consists of a series of commercial mes- 
sages which are paid for by the adver- 
tisers, the Commission is of the opin- 
ion that it will be necessary to clearly 
and conspicuously disclose it is an adver- 
tisement, as outlined in the aforemen- 
tioned press release. This conclusion 
would not be altered even though the 
column carried the exact cost of each 
meal being advertised, or if it listed the 
price range of the various meals.” 
(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 


Issued: February 15, 1968. 
By direction of the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-1882; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Trans- 
portation 


[Docket No. 8295, Amdt. 21-20] 


PART 21—CERTIFICATION PROCE- 
DURES FOR PRODUCTS AND PARTS 


Issue of Airworthiness Certificates for 
Certain Normal, Utility, Acrobatic, 
and Transport Category Aircraft 


The purpose of this amendment to 
§ 21.183(d) (2) is to add performance 
standards, and permit more persons to 
qualify, with respect to the airworthiness 
inspection conducted on certain aircraft 
by private persons prior to the Adminis- 
trator’s inspection for the issue of an 
airworthiness certificate for such air- 
craft. 

This amendment is based on a notice 
of proposed rule making (Notice 67-33) 
published in the FEpEerRAL REGISTER on 
July 28, 1967 (32 F.R. 11042). 

Most comments supported the pro- 
posal. However, one commentator agreed 
provided the level of safety upon which 
this amendment is based is assured by 
including details for the 100-hour in- 
spection for particular airplanes. As in- 
dicated in the provisions of Part 43, the 
detailed performance requirements set 
forth in that part for the 100-hour in- 
spection are sufficiently broad to provide 
a basis for determining that any aircraft 
inspected in accordance with those re- 
quirements is in an airworthy condition. 
Therefore, there should be no derogation 
of safety when inspections of the same 
scope are conducted under § 21.183 
(d) (2). It should be noted that the in- 
spection conducted under § 21.183(d) (2) 
provides one source of information that 
the Administrator, after inspection, may 
use in making his determination, under 
§ 21.183(d) (3), as to whether the air- 
craft conforms to the type design and is 
in condition for safe operation. For this 
purpose, as stated in the notice, an in- 
spection of the scope of a 100-hour in- 
spection as outlined in Part 43 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations would 
provide the necessary information. 

One comment stated that a mechanic 
with airframe and powerplant ratings 
should not be permitted to perform the 
inspection under § 21.183(d) (2) because 
he does not have the maintenance or- 
ganization possessed by air carriers, 
manufacturers, or repair stations for 
conducting the required inspection. The 
FAA disagrees. Section 43.13(a) requires 
each person performing maintenance to 
use any tools, equipment, and test 
apparatus necessary to assure comple- 
tion of the work in accordance with 
accepted industry practice, including any 
special equipment recommended by the 
manufacturers (or its equivalent accept- 
able to the Administrator). This rule 
covers required inspections as well. as 
other maintenance. The FAA has no 
reason to believe that this rule is not 
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adequate for certificated mechanics con- 
ducting 100-hour inspections. This 
amendment simply incorporates the 
scope of the 100-hour inspection of Part 
43 into the required inspection provisions 
of § 21.183(d) (2). This comment cannot, 
therefore, be accepted. 

With respect to certificated mechancis, 
the notice proposed to limit the inspec- 
tion privilege to mechanics who hold 
“both airframe and powerplant ratings.” 
This would have prevented mechanics 
who hold only one of those ratings from 
conducting an inspection, of the scope 
of the 100-hour inspection requirements 
of § 43.15, on that portion of the aircraft 
covered by their single rating. This ex- 
clusion would conflict with §§ 65.85 and 
65.87, which together permit the holders 
of airframe ratings to perform 100-hour 
inspections on airframes and permit the 
holders of powerplant ratings to perform 
100-hour inspections on powerplants, 
propellers, or any part thereof. Since this 
amendment simply incorporates the 
scope of the 100-hour inspection require- 
ments of Part 43 into the required in- 
spection provisions of § 21.183(d)(2), 
there is no valid reason to require that 
a certificated mechanic must hold both 
ratings in order to perform the inspec- 
tion prescribed under this amendment. 
Rather than referring to “both” ratings, 
new § 21.183(d) (2) (iii) therefore simply 
refers to all holders of mechanic cer- 
tificates “as authorized by Part 65 of 
this chapter” (which includes §§ 65.85 
and 65.87). 

One comment suggested that the rule 
be amended to permit the persons who 
make the airworthiness inspection to also 
conduct the conformity check required 
under § 21.183(d) (1). While this com- 
ment goes beyond the scope of Notice 
67-33, it wik be given consideration for 
possible future rule-making action. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
the opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. All relevant 
material submitted has been fully con- 
sidered. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
§ 21.183(d) (2) of Part 21 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations is amended, effec- 
tive March 17, 1968, as follows: 


§ 21.183 Issue of airworthiness certif- 
icates for normal, utility, acrobatic, 
and transport category aircraft. 
os . . 2 7 


(d) Other aircraft. * * * 


(2) The aircraft (except an experi- 
mentally certificated aircraft that pre- 
viously had been issued a different air- 
worthiness certificate under this section) 
has been inspected in accordance with 
the performance rules for 100-hour in- 
spections set forth in § 43.15 of this 
chapter and found airworthy by— 

(i) The manufacturer; 

(ii) The holder of a repair station cer- 
tificate as provided in Part 145 of this 
chapter; 

(iii) The holder of a mechanic certifi- 
cate as authorized in Part 65 of this 
chapter; or 

(iv) The holder of a certificate issued 
under Part 121 or 127 of this chapter, 
and having a maintenance and inspec- 
tion organization appropriate to the air- 
craft type; and 
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(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354, 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb- 
ruary 9, 1968. 
Wriram F. McKEE, 
Administrator. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1934; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 68-AL-3] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the effective times of the 
Fort Yukon, Alaska, control zone. 

The effective times of the Fort Yukon 
control zone are from 0745 to 1645 hours 
local time daily. Sufficient aviation 
weather observations will not be avail- 
able on Sundays to support the control 
zone designation although weather ob- 
servations will be provided on Sundays 
when required by the scheduled air car- 
rier company serving Port Yukon. Mili- 
tary aircraft do not normally conduct 
instrument approaches at Fort Yukon on 
Sundays. Other primary users of the air- 
space state that they have no need for 
the designation of the control zone on 
Sundays for operation under instrument 
flight rules. Therefore, this amendment 
will revoke the control zone designation 
on Sundays. 

Since this amendment imposes no ad- 
ditional burden on any person, notice 
and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., March 28, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the Fort 
Yukon, Alaska, control zone is amended 
by deleting “from 0745 to 1645 hours, lo- 
cal time daily” and substituting therefor, 
“from 0745 to 1645 hours, local time 
Monday through Saturday.” 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on Feb- 
ruary 12, 1968. 
JOHN R. KULLMAN, 
Brigadier General, U.S. Air 
Force, Acting Director, 
Alaskan Region. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1935; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[Airspace Docket No. 67—-CE-84] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 


On page 10450 of the FepEeraL REGISTER 
dated July 15, 1967, the Federal Aviation 
Administration published a notice of pro- 
posed rule making which would amend 
$§ 71.171 and 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federai Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the control zone and transition 
area at Sidney, Nebr. 


Interested persons were given 45 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions, 
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or objections regarding the proposed 
amendments. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendments are hereby 
adopted without change and are set forth 
below. 

These amendments shall be effective 
0001 e.s.t., May 23, 1968. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Janu- 
ary 31, 1968. 
DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


(1) In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the fol- 
lowing control zone is amended to read: 
SIpNeY, NEsR. 

Within a 5—mile radius of Sidney Municipal 
Airport (latitude 41°05'55’’ N., longitude 
102°58’55’’ W.); within 2 miles each side of 
the Sidney VORTAC 128° radial, extending 
from the 5—mile radius zone to 8 miles SE 
of the VORTAC; and within 2 miles each side 
of the Sidney VORTAC 321° radial, extend- 
ing from the 5—mile radius zone to 8 miles 
NW of the VORTAC. 


(2) § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the fol- 
lowing transition area is amended to 
read: 

SripNeEy, NEsR. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 10-mile 
radius of Sidney Municipal Airport (latitude 
41°05'55’"" N., longitude 102°58’55’’ W.); 
within 5 miles NE and 8 miles SW of the 
Sidney VORTAC 321° radial, extending from 
the 10-mile radius area to 12 miles NW of 
the VORTAC; and that airspace extending 
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
within 5 miles SW and 8 miles NE of the 
Sidney VORTAC 128° radial, extending 
from the VORTAC to 12 miles SE of the 
VORTAC; and that airspace SW of Sidney 
VORTAC extending upward from 8,500 feet 
MSL bounded on the N by the S edge of 
V-—138, on the E by the W edge of V-—169, on 
the SE.by the NW edge of V-—172, on the SW 
by the NE edge of V-132 and on the NW by 
the SE edge of V~207, excluding the airspace 
within Federal airways. 

{[P.R. Doc. 68-1936; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[ Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-133] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area — 


On pages 17597 and 17598 of the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER dated December 8, 1967, 
the Federal Aviation Administration pub- 
lished a notice of proposed rule making 
which would amend §§ 71.171 and 71.181 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations so as to alter the control zone and 
transition area at Grand Island, Nebr. 

Interested persons were given 45 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objection regarding the proposed 
amendments. 

No objections have been received a 
the amendments as so proposed 
hereby adopted, subject to the following 
changes: 

The Grand Island Municipal Airport 
coordinates recited in the Grand Island, 
Nebr., control zone and transition area 
alteration as “latitude 40°58" 04’’ N., ee 
gitude 98°18’51’’ W.,” ~ 

read “latitude 40°58’ 05" N 


a3 
oe'18°20" w.”. 
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This amendment shall be effective 0001 
e.s.t., April 25, 1968. 


(Sec. 307(a) Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Janu- 
ary 31, 1968. 
DanIEt E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


(1) In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the fol- 
lowing control zone is amended to read: 


GRAND ISLAND, NEBR. 


Within a 5-mile radius of Grand Island 
Municipal Airport (latitude 40°58’05’’ N., 
longitude 98°18’20’’ W.); within 2 miles each 
side of the Grand Island VORTAC 360° radial, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 
miles north of the VORTAC; within 2 miles 
each side of the Grand Island VORTAC 304° 
radial, extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 8 miles northwest of the VORTAC; and 
within 2 miles each side of the Grand Island 
ILS localizer south course, extending from 
the 5-mile radius to the OM. 


(2) In §$71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the 
following transition area is amended to 


read: 
GrRaNnD ISLAND, NEBR. 


That airspace extending upward:from 700 
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius 
of Grand Island Municipal Airport: (latitude 
40°58'05’’ N., longitude 98°18’20’’ W.); with- 
in 5 miles east and 8 miles west of the Grand 
Island VORTAC 360° radial, extending from 
the 9-mile radius area to 12 miles north of 
the VORTAC; within 5 miles northeast and 
8 miles southwest of the Grand Island, 
VORTAC 304° radial, extending from the 
G-mile radius area to 12 miles northwest of 
the VORTAC; and within 2 miles each side 
of the Grand Island ILS localizer south 
course, extending from the 9-mile radius area 
to 8 miles south of the OM; and that air- 
space extending upward from 1,200 feet above 
the surface within the arc of a 17-mile 
radius circle centered on the Grand Island 
VORTAC, extending from the Grand Island 
VORTAC 273° radial clockwise to the Grand 
Island VORTAC 084° radial; within the arc 
of a 27-mile radius circle centered on the 
Grand Island VORTAC, extending from the 
Grand Island VORTAC 084° radial clockwise 
to the Grand Island VORTAC 273° radial; 
and within 5 miles east and 8 miles west of 
the Grand Island VORTAC 360° radial, ex- 
tending from the 17-mile radius area to the 
south edge of V-172, excluding the portion 
which overlies the Hastings, Nebr., transition 
area. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1937; Filed, Feb. 15, 
8:47 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-131] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Transition Area 


On page 17598 of the FepERAL REGISTER 
dated December 8, 1967, the Federal Avi- 
ation Administration published a notice 
of proposed rule making which would 
amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to designate a 
transition area at Vincennes, Ind. 

Interested persons were given 45 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the amendment as so proposed is hereby 
adopted, subject to the following 
changes: : 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


The O’Neal Airport coordinates recited 
in the Vincennes, Ind., transition area 
designation as “latitude 38°41'18’’ N., 
longitude 87°37'12’’ W.” are changed to 
read “latitude 38°41'30’’ N., longitude 
37°33"10"" W.”. 

This amendment shall be effective 0001 
e.s.t., April 25, 1968. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Jan- 
uary 31, 1968. 
DANIEL E. Barkrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow- 
ing transition area is added: 


VINCENNES, IND. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of O'Neal Airport (latitude 38°41'30" N., 
longitude 87°33’10’’ W.); and within 2 miles 
each side of the 258° bearing from O'Neal 
Airport, extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to 8 miles west of the airport. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1940; Filed, Feb. 15, 
8:47 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—CE-152] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


On page 17596 of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
dated December 8, 1967, the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a 
notice of proposed rule making which 
would amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the transition area at Columbia, 
Mo. : 

Interested persons were given 45 days 
to submit written comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections regarding the pro- 
posed amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 0001 
e.s.t., April 25, 1968. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Janu- 
ary 31, 1968. 
DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2147), the follow- 
ing transition area is-amended to read: 


CoLuMBIs, Mo. 


That airspace extending upward from 1700 
feet above the surface bounded on the north 
by latitude 39°09’00’’ N., on the west by 
longitude 92°31'00’’ W., on the south by 
latitude 38°53'30’’ N., on the east by longi- 
tude 92°14’00’’ W., and within 2 miles each 
side of the Columbia VOR 176° radial, ex- 
tending from the VOR to 13 miles south of 
the VOR; and that airspace extending up- 
ward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
bounded by a line beginning at latitude 
38°38'40’’ N., longitude 92°31'00’’ W., thence 
north along longitude 92°31’00’’ W. to the 
south edge of V-12, thence east along the 
south edge of V-12 to a line 5 miles south- 
east of and parallel to the Jefferson City, 
Mo., VOR 041° radial, thence southwest 
along a line 5 miles southeast of and parallel 
to the Jefferson City VOR 041° and 221° 
radials to latitude 38°27'30’’ N., longitude 
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92°11'00"’ W., 
"s 


thence southwest to latitude 
8°19'00’’ N., longitude 92°34’00’’ W., thence 
north to the point of beginning. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1939; Filed, Feb. 
8:47 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—PC-7] 
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Alteration of Restricted Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions (FARs) is to reduce the size of 
the Schofield-Makua Restricted Area 
R-3109, Oahu, Hawaii, and divide it into 
two areas, R-3109A and R-3109B. 

The U.S. Army has advised that they 
have no requirement for altitudes above 
19,000 feet MSL and requested that 
R-3109 be modified as follows: (a) Ad- 
just the boundary inland from Kaena 
Point to facilitate around-island general 
aviation flight and access to Dillingham 
AFB, (b) reduce the ceiling from 29,000 
feet to 19,000 feet MSL, and (c) divide 
R-3109 into two areas to permit better 
utilization of the airspace. Action is 
taken herein to effect these changes. 

Since this amendment is less restrictive 
to the public, notice and public pro- 
cedure hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 73 of the FARs is amended, effective 
0001 e.s.t., March 28, 1968, as hereinafter 
set forth. 

In § 73.31 (33 F.R. 2314), R-3109 at 
Oahu, Hawaii, is deleted and the follow- 
ing.is substituted therefor: 


R-3109A ScHOFIELD-Makvua, OAHU, 
Beginning at lat. 21°30’29’’ 
158°04’09"" W.; lat. 21°29'25’’ 
158°05’00’’ W.; lat. 21°27'28’’ 
158°05'55’"" W.; lat. 21°29'11’’ 
158°07'35"" W.; lat. 21°29'30’’ 
158°08'40’"" W.; lat. 21°33'15’’ N. 
158°08'40"' W.; lat. 21°32’14’’ N. 
158°05'12’’ W.; to point of beginning. 
Designated altitudes: The area southeast 
of a line between lat. 21°28'35’’ N., long. 
158°07'00’’ W.; and lat. 21°29’25’’ N., long. 
158°05’00’’ W.; surface to 8,000 feet MSL. The 
area northwest of this line, surface to 19,000 
feet MSL. 
Time of designation: Continuous. 
Controlling agency: FAA, Honolulu Flight 
Service Station. 


Using agency: U.S. Army, Hawaii, Scho- 
field Barracks, Hawaii. 


R-3109B ScCHOFIELD-Makua, OAHU, HAWAII 


Beginning at lat. 21°29’30’’ long. 
158°08'40’’ W.; to lat. 21°31'00’’ , long. 
158°14’00’’ W.; to lat. 21°32’30’’ N., long. 
158°14'30’’ W.; to lat. 21°33'15’’ N., long. 
158°15'15’’ W.; to lat. 21°34’30’’ N., long. 

N., 
N., 


Hawall 
long. 
long. 
long. 
long. 
long. 
long. 
long. 


158°15'15’" W.; to lat. 21°34’30’’ long. 
158°13'15’’ W.; to lat. 21°33'15’’ N., long. 
158°08’40’’ W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes: Surface to 19,000 
feet MSL. 


Time of designation: Continuous. 


Controlling agency: FAA, Honolulu Flight 
Service Station. 


Using agency: U.S. Army, Hawaii, Scho- 
field Barracks, Hawaii. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb- 
ruary 9, 1968. 
WILLIAM E. Morcan, 
Acting Director, Air Traffic Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1938; Piled, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


16, 1968 










we vu ew ee Sw 


So 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES 
[Reg. Docket No. 8715; Amdt. 581] 
PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective when 
indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedur-3 supersede the existing procedures of the same classification 
now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished in this 
amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 (14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 


1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


Bloomington, Ind.—Monroe County, VOR Runway 6, Amdt. 4, 28 Oct. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 
Bloomington, Ind.—Monroe County, VOR Runway 24, Amdt. 3, 28 Oct. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 


2. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to cancel low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


ADF STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE 































Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 





Ceiling and visibility minimums 



















2engine or less 
urse More than 
From Mininum a rare reac 
i To= oes 4 altitude Condition Semen, 
(feet) 65 knots | More than | ore than 


or less 65 knots | 65 knots 





PROCEDURE CANCELED, EFFECTIVE 7 MAR. 19%8 OR UPON RESTORATION OF CLL VOR. 


City, College Station; State, Tex.; Airport name, Easterwood Field; Elev., 319’; Fac. Class., H; Ident., CLL; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 10, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 
16 Dee. 67; Sup. Amdt. No. NDB (ADF) Runway 10, Orig.; Dated, 4 Nov. 67 


3. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency- 
distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation, 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RV R. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument od procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such oo authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 











Terminal routes Missed approach 















Minimum 
altitudes | MAP: BMG VOR. 









TE I citintnnintinenndnctiaiiiieenseiell MAE enti aididaiihaadnniitiichidan aaa Climb to 2400 on R 055° and return to 





SEE Dl csnasquandibeconeesbadwettmentnd TEE Welnwsedacaiaess Direct... 2400 BMG VOR. 
INE TDi nai seabed okaenioenane I WR iiciecceimntasends Direct... 2400 
Wilbur Int 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 235° Outbnd, 055° Inbnd, 2400’ within 10 miles of BMG VOR. 
Final approach crs, 055°. 

Minimum altitude over BMG VOR, 1340’ (1520’ when control zone not effective). 

MSA: 000°-090°—3100’; 090°-180°—2400’; 180°-360°—2200’. 

Notes: (1) Use Indianapolis altimeter setting when control zone not effective. (2) Circling and straight-in MDA increased 180’ when control zone not effective except opera- 
tors with approved weather reporting service. 
CAaurTION: 9 lighted hill approximately 2500’ SW of airport. 
*Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
A | B | Cc | D 
Cond. SS 
vis | HAT | MDA vis HAT | MDA | Vis 






eeiennnennmn 1 1 
Ticactaticieinedd muses T a or less—Standard. ' 7 nT ei natn 
| | 


City, Bloomington; State, Ind.; Airport name, Monroe County; Elev., 840’; fe j_Taceeiase No. VOR Runway 6, Amdt. 5; Eff. date, 7 Mar. 68; Supt. Amdt. No. 4; 
ated, ct. 
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Terminal Routes Missed Approach 









| Minimum 
From To Via altitudes | MAP: BMG VOR. 
| (feet) 
NE IDE iscissnoisiventievckciascucessenkalh IEEE MNEaiennewccondienscasabononns Direct..... ‘ vecoukionead | 2400 | Climb to 24007 on BMG VOR R 160° and 
SII TIO tocinsdonteinnivisiechicletinamensiecnnnssnibileenll | EE TE ED iseesine macs ‘ cial SI cctnie ondsouce ie 2400 | + return to VOR. 
SINT. cana inccenesindainiennneeinsinneettial BMG VOR....... Direct.....- 2400 | 
I iisincocccicdtninidainniatntngaanmacadingl BMG VOR..._.-. | Direct..._- 2400 





Procedure turn W side of crs, 340° Outbnd, 160° Inbnd, 2400 within 10 miles of BMG VOR. 
Final approach crs, 160°. 

Minimum altitude over BMG VOR, 1360’ (1540’ when control zone not effective). 

MSA: 000°-090°—3100’; 090°-180°—2400’; 180°-360°—2200’. 


Notes: (1) Use Indianapolis altimeter setting when control zone not effective. (2) C ircling and straight-in MDA increased 180’ when control zone not effective except for 
operators w a weather reporting service. 


CAUTION ighted hill approximately 2500’ SW of airport. 
*Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B Cc 








D 
Cond. | . | | 
MDA | vis | HAT MDA VIS | HAT MDA | VIS HAT | Vis | 
_———_$—_-—__c—___ \—-c_-__-_-_—_ q— 

ge 1360 | 1 525 1360 1) 525 1360 1 525 | 

MDA | VIS | HAA MDA VIS | HAA MDA vis HAA | 
ee 1360 1] 520 1360 1 520 1360 | 1% 520 
ee Standard.* | T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over Seng. —Standard. 

| 





City, Bloomington; State, Ind.; Airport name, Monroe County; Elev., 840’; Fac., BMG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 17, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 7 Mar. 68 


Terminal routes Missed approach 




















| Minimum 
From To Via altitudes | MAP: BMG VOR. 
| (feet) | 
| ~ Pnotienanscimesieneevairaayinmnsneniinins 
TIITIDTIII sists aieeitespeennemnpiatineneeeal BMG VOR.... seca HINPIIII oid biaien tes allnitpdacteidsilociae 2400 | Climb to 2400’ on BMG R 251° and return 
Spencer Int -| BMG VOR.._.. Saceveiaeeuas SE iskiececcpuuenon in 2400; to VOR. 
Paragon Int. - Se I a Sitdiscb in tbieceindg teeedetiedethdneli | Direct..... 2400 | 
PE PR iiiniccsncnaaminnnmancmanieiaenall BNET WP aiiitcnciccxececacemamnansal Direct 2400 





Procedure turn N side of crs, 071° Outbnd, 251° Inbnd, 2400’ within 10 miles of BMG VOR. 

Final approach crs, 251°. 

Minimum altitude over BMG VOR, 1460’ (1640 when control zone not effective). 

MSA: 000°-090°—3100’; 090°- 180°—2400’ ; 180°-360°—2200 

NOTES: (1) Use Indianapolis altimeter setting when control zone not effective. (2) C ircling and straight-in MDA increased 180’ when control zone not effective except for 
operators with approved weather reporting service. 

Caution: 90’ lighted hill approximately 2500’ SW of airport. 

*Alternate minimums not authorized with control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





A B | C | D 
Cond. ina iii pesca 
MDA | vis | HAT | MDA | vis | HAT | MDA | vis | HAT | | VIS 
iil ceil eit cincinnatilit 
| 
Os nacenanin 1460 1] 620 1460 1 620 | 1460 | 1 620 | | 
| 
MDA vis HAA MDA | VIS HAA MDA | VIS | HAA 
Reb ece 1460 1 620 1460 1 620! 1460 | 1%) 620 
iisatetienceenid Standard.* T 2-eng. or less—Standard. | T over 2-eng.—Standard. 
| 





| | | | | | | 


., 840; Fac., BMG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 24, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 7 Mar. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 3; 
Dated, 28 Oct. 67 


City, Bloomington; State, Ind.; Airport name, Monroe County; Elev 





Terminal routes Missed approach 








| | 
| Minimum | 
From To Via altitudes | MAP: BMG BOR. 
(feet) | 
=| = ne 2S 
Scotland VOR. ai alle BMG VOR 2400 | Climb to 2400’ on BMG R 360° and return 
Spencer Int_.... BMG VOR.. 2400; toVOR. 
Paragon Int_-.- BMG VOR... 2400 | 
EE Bi icniicinacssinntnndinatnmininanad BMG VOR.. 
| 





2400 | 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 180° Outbnd, 360° Inbnd, 2400’ within 10 miles of BMG VOR. 
Final approach crs, 


360°. 
Minimum altitude over Stanford Int, 1540’ (1720’ when control zone not effective). 
MSA: 000°-090°—3100’; 090°-180°—2400’; 180°-360°—2200’. 


Notes: (1) Use Indianapolis nena setting when control zone not effective. (2) Circling and straight-in MDA increased 180’ when control zone not effective except for 
operators with approved weather reporting service. 


Caution: 90’ lighted hill approximately 2500’ SW of airport. 
*Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service. 
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Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


1 
R minimums: 


VIS HAT | MDA | VIS | § HAT | 
462 1300 462 | 

MDA VIS HAA MDA | VIS J HAA | 

1300 ! 1 460 | 1300 | 1! 14 460 


Standard. | T 2-eng. or less—Standard. | T over 2-eng.—Standard. 
| | | ' | | 








City, Bloomington; State, Ind.; Airport name, Monroe County; Elev., 840’, Fac., BMG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 35, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 7 Mar. 68 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


To altitudes vo 
(feet) 


Minimum MAP: 12.1 miles after passing TXO 
| RTAC 


TXO VORTAC R 239° TXO VORTAC 7-mile DME | R 239° 5400 | Climbing right turn to 5400 direct to 
Fix (NOPT). Texico VORTAC. 
Supplementary charting information: 
Final approach crs intercepts Runway 
21 centerline 3000 from threshold. 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 059° Outbnd, 239° Inbnd, 5400’ within 10 miles of TXO VORTAC. 

FAS, TXO VORTAC. Final approach crs, 239°. Distance FAF to MAP, 12.1 miles. 

Minimum altitude over TXO VORTAC, £400’; over TXO R 239°, 7-mile DME Fix with procedure turn, 4860’; without procedure turn, 5400’. 
MSA: 000°-180°—5400’; 180°-270°—5800’; 270°-360°—5400’. 

Nore: Use Cannon AFB, N. Mex., altimeter setting. 

*Alternate minimums 800-2 authorized for air carrier with weather reporting service. 


Day AND Nicut MINIMUMS 


MDA 


DA VIS 


| 
Pr cihisedaven | 1 
| 
| 
| 


1 
DME minimums: 


MDA VIS MDA 
4560 4560 * 4560 
MDA vis MDA MDA HAA 


4600 | 1 4700 1| 4700 | 14486 | NA 


Tiinvcnieiaataneiaigl | Not authorized.* | T 2-eng. or less—Standard. ' T over 2-eng.—Standard. 
| | ! | 





| 
City, Clovis; State, N. Mex.; Airport name, Clovis Muncipal; Elev., 4214’; Fac. TXO; Procedure No. VOR Runway 21, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 7 Mar. 68 
These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 
(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348(c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on February 2, 1968. 
Epwarp C. Hopson, 


Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1628; Filed, Feb. 16, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 20—EMPLOYEES 
BENEFITS 


Chapter Ill—Social Security Admin- 
istration, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare 


[Regs. 4, further amended] 


PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SUR- 
VIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSUR- 
ANCE (1950—- ) 


Subpart B—Quarters of Coverage and 
Insured Status 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 
Correction 


In FR. Doc. 68-45 appearing at page 
12 of the issue for Wednesday, January 3, 
1968, § 404.116(a) (2) (ii) (b) (1) should 
read as follows: 

(b) (1) Not less than one-half of the 
quarters during the period ending with 
such quarter and beginning after he at- 
tained age 21 were quarters of coverage 
(when the number of quarters in a 
period is an odd number, such number is 
reduced by one), or 


[Regs. 4 further amended] 


PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SUR- 
VIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSUR- 
ANCE (1950-____-- ) 


Subpart E—Deductions; Reductions; 
Nonpayments; Increases 


Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 67-14735 appearing at 
page 19159 of the issue for Wednesday, 
December 20, 1967, make the following 
changes: 

1. In § 404.408 column 3, page 19164, at 
the bottom of the column, the para- 
graphs designated “(i)”, “(ii)”, and 
“(4)”, consecutively, should be trans- 
posed so they appear in the same column 
directly under the paragraph designated 
ti (3) 

2. In § 404.432, line 2, the word “and” 
should read “an’’. 

3. In § 404.460(b) (2), line 13, 
word “and” should read “an’”’. 


the 





[Regs. No. 4, further amended] 


PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SUR- 
VIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSUR- 
ANCE (1950-_____- ) 


Subpart J—Procedures, Payment of 
Benefits, and Representation of 
Parties 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 


Regulations No. 4, as amended, of the 
Social Security Administration (20 CFR 
404.1 et seq.) are further amended as 
foilows: 

1. Section 404.906(a) is amended to 
read as follows: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


§ 404.906 _Administrative actions which 
are not initial determinations. 


Administrative actions which shall not 
be considered initial determinations 
under any provision of the regulations 
in this Subpart J, but which may receive 
administrative review, include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

(a) The suspension of benefits pur- 
suant to section 203(h)(3) of the Act 
pending investigation and determination 
of any factual issue as to the applica- 
bility of a deduction or deductions under 
section 203(b) of the Act. 


* = = o * 


2. Section 404.942 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 404.942 Appeals Council proceedings 
on certification and review; proce- 
dure before Appeals Council on cer- 
tification by the hearing examiner. 


When a case has been certified to the 
Appeals Council by a hearing examiner 
with his recommended decision (see 
§ 404.939), the hearing examiner shall 
mail notice of such action to the parties 
at their last known addresses. The 
parties shall be notified of their right to 
file with the Appeals Council within 20 
days from the date of mailing of the 
recommended decision, briefs or other 
written statements of exceptions or 
allegations as to applicable fact and 
law. Where there is more than one party, 
copies of such briefs or written state- 
ments shall be filed in sufficient number 
that they may be made available to any 
party requesting a copy or any other 
party designated by the Appeals Council. 
Copies or a statement of the contents of 
the doeuments or other written evidence 
received in evidence in the hearing 
record, and a copy of the transcript cf 
oral evidence adduced at the hearing, 
if any, or a condensed statement thereof 
shall be made available to any party 
upon request, upon payment of the cost, 
or if such cost is not readily determin- 
able, the estimated amount thereof, 
unless, for good cause shown, such pay- 
ment is waived. When a case has been 
certified to the Appeals Council by a 
hearing examiner for decision, any party 
shall be given, upon his request, a rea- 
sonable opportunity to appear before the 
Appeals Council for the purpose of pre- 
senting oral argument. 

3. Section 404.950 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 404.950 Decision by Appeals Council 
or remanding of case. 


(a) General. If a case is certified to 
the Appeals Council by a hearing exam- 
iner (see § 404.939), the Appeals Council 
shall make a decision. If the Appeals 
Council decides to review a hearing 
examiner’s decision as provided in 
§ 404.947, the Appeals Council may, upon 
such review, affirm, modify, or reverse 
the decision of the hearing examiner, or 
vacate such decision and remand the 
case tc a hearing examiner either for 
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rehearing and the issuance of a decision 
thereon or to take further testimony in 
the case and return it to the Appeals 
Council with a recommended decision for 
decision by the Appeals Council. Where 
a case has been remanded by a court for 
further consideration, the Appeals Coun- 
cil may proceed then to make the deci- 
sion or it may in turn remand the case 
to a hearing examiner with directions 
to return the case upon completion of the 
necessary action to the Appeals Council 
with a recommended decision for deci- 
sion by the Appeals Council. 

(b) Case remanded to hearing ez- 
aminer. Where a case is remanded to a 
hearing examiner, he shall initiate such 
additional proceedings and take such 
other action (under §§ 404.919 through 
404.940) as is directed by the Appeals 
Council in its order of remand. The 
hearing examiner may take any ad- 
ditional action not inconsistent with 
the order of remand. Upon completion 
of all action called for by the order 
of remand and any other action ini- 
tiated by the hearing examiner, the 
hearing examiner shall promptly (1) 
issue a decision in writing which 
contains findings of fact and a statement 
of reasons, or (2) when so directed by 
the Appeals Council, return the case with 
his recommended decision to the Appeals 
Council for its decision. A copy of the 
decision shall be mailed to each party 
at his last known address. When a rec- 
ommended decision is issued, the hearing 
examiner shall also notify each party of 
his right to file with the Appeals Coun- 
cil within 20 days from the date of mail- 
ing of the recommended decision, briefs 
or other written statements of exceptions 
and allegations as to applicable fact and 
law. 

(ec) Decision by Appeals Council. A 
decision of the Appeals Council shall be 
based upon the evidence received into 
the hearing record and such further 
evidence as the Appeals Council may 
receive, as provided in §§ 404.942, 404.943, 
404.948, and 404.949. This decision shall 
be made in writing and contain findings 
of fact, and a statement of reasons. A 
copy of the decision shall be mailed to 
each party at his last known address. 


(Sec. 205, 206, 221(d), 1102, 53 Stat. 1368, as 
amended, 53 Stat. 1372, as amended, 68 Stat. 
1082, as amended, 49 Stat. 647, as amended, 
sec. 5 of Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1953, 


67 Stat. 18, 631; 42 U.S.C. 405, 406, 421(d), 
and 1302) 





Dated: January 30, 1968. 
[SEAL] RoBErT M. BALL, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 
Approved February 7, 1968. 
WILBuR J. COHEN, 


Acting Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-1973; Filed, Feb. 15, 
8:49 a.m.] 


1968; 


16, 1968 
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Title 32A—NATIONAL DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 


Chapter X—Oil Import Administra- 
tion, Department of the Interior 
[Rev. 5, Amdt. 6] 


Ol REG. 1—OlL IMPORT 
REGULATION 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Proclamation 3823 of January 29, 1968 
(33 F.R. 1171) modified Proclamation 
3279 and a number of the amendments 
made in this Amendment 6 serve to con- 
form Oil Import Regulation 1 (Revision 
5) to the provisions of the amendatory 
proclamation. In this category are the 
amendments to paragraph (b) of section 
15 (shipments from Puerto Rico to Dis- 
trict V), and the amendment to para- 
graph (f) of section 22 and the addition 
of a new paragraph (q) to that section 
(relating to liquid hydrocarbons derived 
from tar sands). The amendatory proc- 
lamation also provided that, because of 
disruptions in petroleum transport and 
supply resulting from recent actions in 
the Middle East, persons in Districts I-IV 
and District V who did not fully utilize 
1967 import licenses may be permitted to 
“carry over” such licenses for stated pe- 
riods. A new section 23 provides for such 
‘carry overs.” Sections 9, 10, and 11 are 
amended to provide initial allocations to 
petrochemical plants and refiners in Dis- 
tricts I-IV and District V for the cur- 
rent allocation period. This procedure 
has been adopted to provide an oppor- 
tunity to remedy apparent inequities in 
the system of allocations to petrochemi- 
cal plants. 

The Administrator, Oil Import Admin- 
tration, has been directed to publish, not 
later than March 15, 1968, proposed 
amendments addressed to this problem, 
in order that additional allocations may 
be made under amended regulations as 
soon before July 1, 1968, as possible. 
Sections 10, 11, and 13, as amended make 
stated quantities of imports available 
to the Oil Import Appeals Board. 

Because allocations of imports should 
be made immediately, it is impracticable 
either to give notice of proposed rule- 
making or to delay the effective date of 
this amendment. Accordingly, this 
Amendment 6 shall become effective im- 
mediately. 

Sections 9, 10, 11, and 13, paragraph 
(b) of section 15, and paragraph (f) of 
section 22, of Oil Import Regulation 1 
(Revision 5) are amended to read as set 
forth below, and, as set forth below, a 
new paragraph (q) is added to section 22 
and a new paragraph 23 is added to the 
regulation: 


Sec. 9 Allocations—crude and unfin- 
ished oils—petrochemical plants— 
Districts I-IV, District V. 


(a) For the first 182 days of the allo- 
cation period, January 1, 1968, through 
December 31, 1968, each eligible person 
with a petrochemical plant in Districts 
I-IV shall receive an allocation of im- 
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ports of crude oil and unfinished oils 
equal to the average barrels per day of 
petrochemical plant inputs to his petro- 
chemical plants in these districts dur- 
ing the year ending September 30, 1967, 
multipled by 8.35 percent, multiplied by 
182. 

(b) For the first 182 days of the allo- 
cation period, January 1, 1968, through 
December 31, 1968, each eligible person 
with a petrochemical plant in District 
V shall receive an allocation of imports 
of crude oil and unfinished oils equal to 
the average barrels per day of petro- 
chemical plant inputs to his petro- 
chemical plants in this district during the 
year ending September 30, 1967, multi- 
plied by 10.6 percent, multiplied by 182. 

(c) No allocation made pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section shall entitle 
a person to a license which will allow the 
importation of unfinished oils in ex- 
cess of 15 percent of the allocation, and 
no allocation made pursuant to para- 
graph (b) of this section shall entitle a 
person to a license which will allow the 
importation of unfinished oils in excess 
of 25 percent of the allocation. How- 
ever, a person obtaining an allocation for 
imports of crude oil or unfinished oils 
pursuant to this section may petition the 
Administrator to adjust the percentage 
of imports of unfinished oils upward to 
100 percent of such person’s allocation 
if the petitioner certifies that the im- 
ported unfinished oils will not be ex- 
changed, that the oils will be processed 
entirely in the petitioner’s own petro- 
chemical plant, and that more than 50 
percent of the yields (by weight) from 
the unfinished oils will be petrochemicals, 
or that more than 75 percent (by weight) 
of recovered product output will con- 
sist of petrochemicals. 

(d) Licenses issued pursuant to para- 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section will 
expire July 31, 1968. 

(e) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section may be sold, assigned or 
otherwise transferred. 


Sec. 10 Allocations—crude and unfin- 
ished oils—refiners—Districts I-IV. 

(a) For the allocation period January 
1, 1968, through December 31, 1968, ap- 
proximately 2,000 B/D of imports of 
crude oil and unfinished oils into Dis- 
tricts I-IV are made available to the Oil 
Import Appeals Board. The Administra- 
tor shall make to eligible persons having 
refinery capacity in these districts ini- 
tial allocations of such imports for the 
first 182 days of the allocation period 
as provided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section. 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section, each eligible appli- 
cant shall receive an initial allocation 
based on refinery inputs for the year 
ending September, 30, 1967, and com- 
puted according to the following sched- 
ule: 


Average b/d input | Percent of input 





Number of 
days 
0-10,000 19.0 
10-30,000 10.2 
30-100,000 67 (%* 182 
100,000 plus 2.74 
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(c) (1) Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (2) of this paragraph, if an eli- 
gible applicant imported crude oil pur- 
suant to an allocation under the Volun- 
tary Oil Import Program and if an al- 
location computed under paragraph (b) 
of this section would be less than 45 per- 
cent of the applicant’s last allocation of 
imports of crude oil under that program 
expressed in average barrels daily and 
multiplied by 182, the applicant shail re- 
ceive an initial allocation under this sec- 
tion equal to 45 percent of his last allo- 
cation of imports of crude oil under that 
program expressed in average barrels 
daily and multiplied by 182. 

(2) If an applicant imported crude oil 
pursuant to an allocation under the Vol- 
untary Oil Import Program which re- 
flected imports of crude oil that would 
now be exempt from restrictions pursu- 
ant to clause (4) of paragraph (a) of 
section 1 of Proclamation 3279, as 
amended, and if an allocation computed 
under paragraph (b) of this section 
would be less than 33.25 percent of the 
applicant’s last allocation of imports of 
crude oil under that program expressed in 
average barrels daily and multiplied by 
182, the applicant shall receive an initial 
allocation under this section equal to 
33.25 percent of his last allocation of im- 
ports of crude oil under that program ex- 
pressed in average barrels daily and mul- 
tiplied by 182: Provided, however, That 
if the allocation computed on this basis 
will result in a reduced historical alloca- 
tion which is smaller than an allocation 
for this period would be if computed (for 
the purposes of comparison only) on the 
basis of a total of inputs to the appli- 
cant’s refinery which includes inputs of 
crude oil and unfinished oils imported 
pursuant to clause (4) of paragraph (a) 
of section 1 of Proclamation 3279, as 
amended, the applicant shall nevertheless 
receive an initial allocation under this 
section equal to 37.75 percent of his last 
allocation of imports of crude oil under 
the Voluntary Oil Import Program ex- 
pressed in average barrels daily and 
multiplied by 182. 

(d) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section shall entitle a person to a 
license which will allow the importation 
of unfinished oils in excess of 15 percent 
of the allocation. 


(e) Except for those licenses which 
were issued pending the promulgation 
of this regulation and which have an 
expiration date of December 31, 1968, 
all licenses issued under this section will 
expire on July 31, 1968. 

(f) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section may be sold, assigned, or 
otherwise transferred. 


Sec. 11 Allocations—crude and unfin- 
ished oils—refiners—District V. 


(a) For the allocation period Jan- 
uary 1, 1968 through December 31, 1968, 
approximately 500 B/D of imports of 
crude oil and unfinished oils into District 
V are made available to the Oil Import 
Appeals Board. The Administrator shall 
make to eligible persons having refinery 
capacity in this district initial allocations 
of such imports for the first 182 days 
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of the allocation period as provided in 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section. 
(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section, each eligible applicant 
shall receive an initial allocation based 
on refinery inputs for the year ending 
September 30, 1967, and computed ac- 
cording to the following schedule: 


Number of 
days 


Average b/d input Percent of input 


0-10,000 4 
10-30,000 } 1 
30-100,000(* j 
100,000 plus, | 


|. 


5. 
1. 
22 | 





(c) (1) Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph, if an 
eligible applicant imported crude oil 
pursuant to an allocation under the 
Voluntary Oil Import Program and if an 
allocation computed under paragraph 
(b) of this section would be less than 
28.5 percent of the applicant’s last allo- 
cation of imports of crude oil under that 
program expressed in average barrels 
daily and multiplied by 182, the applicant 
shall receive an initial allocation under 
this section equal to 28.5 percent of his 
last allocation of imports of crude oil 
under that program expressed in average 
barrels daily and multiplied by 182. 

(2) If an applicant imported crude oil 
pursuant to an allocation under the 
Voluntary Oil Import Program which 
refiected imports of crude oil that would 
now be exempt from restrictions pur- 
suant to clause (4) of paragraph (a) of 
section 1 of Proclamation 3279, as 
amended, and if an allocation computed 
under paragraph (b) of this section 
would be less than 22 percent of the 
applicant’s last allocation of imports of 
crude oil under that program expressed 
in average barrels daily and multiplied 
by 182 the applicant shall, nevertheless, 
receive an initial allocation under this 
section equal to 22 perecnt of his alloca- 
tion of imports of crude oil under that 
program expressed in average barrels 
daily and multiplied by 182: Provided, 
however, That if the allocation computed 
on this basis will result in a reduced 
historical allocation which is smaller 
than an allocation for this period would 
be if computed (for the purposes of com- 
parison only) on the basis of a total of 
inputs to the applicant’s refinery which 
includes inputs of crude oil and unfin- 
ished oils imported pursuant to clause 
(4) of paragraph (a) of section 1 of 
Proclamation 3279, as amended, the ap- 
plicant shall nevertheless receive an 
initial allocation under this section equal 
to 34 percent of his last allocation of im- 
ports of crude oil under the Voluntary 
Oil Import Program expressed in average 
barrels daily and multiplied by 182. 

(d) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section shall entitle a person to a li- 
cense which will allow the importation of 
unfinished oils in excess of 25 percent of 
the allocation. 


(e) Except for those licenses which 
were issued pending the promulgation of 
this regulation which have an expiration 
date of December 31, 1968, all licenses 
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issued under this section will expire on 
July 31, 1968. 

(f) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section may be sold, assigned, or 
otherwise transferred. 


Sec. ‘13 Allocations of finished prod- 
ucts—Districts I-IV, Districts II—-IV, 
District V. 

(a) For the allocation period January 

1, 1968, through December 31, 1968, 

5,395 B/D of imports of finished products 

into Districts I-IV and 500 B/D of im- 

ports of finished products into District V 

are made available to the Oil Import 

Appeals Board until September 30, 1968. 

(If, by Oct. 1, 1968 the quantities re- 

served have not been exhausted by the 

Board, the amounts remaining shall, on 

that date, become available for allocation 

by the Administrator, who shall promptly 
prorate such amounts among all eligible 
applicants in the respective districts.) 

The allocation of imports of finished 

products heretofore made to eligible per- 

sons by the Administrator with Secre- 
tarial approval for the allocation period 

January 1, 1968, through December 31, 

1968 are confirmed. As used in this sec- 

tion, the term “finished products” does 

not include residual fuel oil to be used 
as fuel. 

(b) No allocation made pursuant to 
this section may be sold, assigned, or 
otherwise transferred. 


Sec. 15 Allocations of crude oil and un- 
finished oils—Puerto Rico. 
> © 2 7 7 


(b) If, during the calendar year 1968, 
a person who will receive an allocation 
under paragraph (a) of this section for 
the allocation period April 1, 1968, 
through March 31, 1969, ships to Districts 
I-IV or to District V unfinished oils or 
finished products (other than residual 
fuel oil to be used as fuel), or sells un- 
finished oils or finished products (other 
than residual fuel oil to be used as fuel) 
which were shipped to Districts I-IV or to 
Nistrict V in excess of the volume of un- 
finished oils or finished products (other 
than residual fuel oil to be used as fuel) 
which he so shipped or which he sold 
and were so shipped to the respective 
districts during the calendar year 1965, 
the person’s allocation for the allocation 
period April 1, 1969, through March 31, 
1970, shall be reduced by the amount of 
the excess. Thereafter, each succeeding 
allocation made to such a person shall 
be reduced by the amount by which ship- 
ments (as described above in this para- 
graph) made by or attributable to such 
person during the calendar year immedi- 
ately preceding the beginning of the al- 
location period exceeds shipments made 
by or attributable to such person during 
the calendar year 1965. 


a an * ~ . 
Sec.22 Definitions. \ 
> * a + > 
(f) “Crude oil” means crude petroleum 
as it is produced at the wellhead and 
liquids (under atmospheric conditions) 
that have been recovered from mixtures 
of hydrocarbons which existed in a va- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 33——FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 


porous phase in a reservoir and that are 
not natural gas products and the initial 
liquid hydrocarbons produced from tar 
sands. 


* + 7 * * 


(q) As used in paragraph (g) and 
paragraph (h) of this section, the term 
“petroleum oils” includes liquid hydro- 
carbons derived from crude oil. 


Sec. 23 Reissuance of unused portion of 
1967 licenses. 


(a) Persons who did not fully utilize 
licenses to import crude oil and unfin- 
ished oils or finished products which were 
issued for Districts I-IV and for District 
V under allocations made for the alloca- 
tion period January 1, 1967, through De- 
cember 31, 1967, and who return such 
partially used licenses to the Oil Import 
Administration within the time specified 
in paragraph (b) of this section will, 
without further application, have licenses 
reissued to them for the amounts of the 
unused portions of the returned licenses 
under the following terms and 
conditions: 

(1) Finished product licenses for Dis- 
tricts I-IV and for District V will be re- 
issued in quantities equal to the full 
amount of the unused portions of the 
1967 licenses and will be valid through 
July 31, 1968. 

(2) Crude oil and unfinished oil li- 
censes for District V will be reissued in 
amounts equaling not more than 45 per- 
cent of the unused portions of the 1967 
licenses and will be valid through De- 
cember 31, 1968; the licenses for the 
balance (55 percent) of the unused por- 
tion of the 1967 licenses will be issued for 
utilization during the calendar year 1969. 
However, if 45 percent of an unused 1967 
license will result in a person’s receiving 
a license for less than 150,000 barrels, 
such person will be issued a license at a 
percentage in excess of the 45 percent 
limitation but in no event in an amount 
in excess of 150,000 barrels for importa- 
tion during the calendar year 1968 and 
the balance, if any, will be licensed for 
importation during the calendar year 
1969. 

(3) Crude oil and unfinished oil li- 
censes for Districts I-IV will be reissued 
in an amount equaling not more than 40 
percent of the unused portions of the 
1967 licenses for utilization during the 
calendar year 1968 and one-half of this 
quantity will be issued in licenses bearing 
an expiration date of July 31, 1968, and 
one-half will be issued in licenses bearing 
an expiration date of December 31, 1968. 
The balance (60 percent) of the unused 
portions of the 1967 licenses will be issued 
for utilization during the calendar year 
1969 and one-half of this quantity will 
be issued in licenses bearing an expira- 
tion date of July 31, 1969, and one-half 
will be issued in licenses bearing an ex- 
piration date of December 31, 1969. How- 
ever, if 40 percent of an unused 1967 
license will result in a person’s receiv- 
ing a license for less than 300,000 barrels, 
such person will be issued a license at a 
percentage in excess of the 40 percent 
limitation but in no event in an amount 
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in excess of 300,000 barrels for importa- 
tion during the calendar year 1968 and 
the balance, if any, will be licensed for 
importation during the calendar year 
1969. 

(b) Licenses will be issued under para- 
graph (a) of this section only with re- 
spect to partially used 1967 licenses which 
are returned to the Oil Import Adminis- 
tration before February 20, 1968. 

(c) As used in this section the term 
“finished products” does not include re- 
sidual fuel oil to be used as fuel. 


StTewarT L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-2022; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Chapter ll—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 


PART 208—FLOOD CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 


Bonny Dam and Reservoir, South Fork 
Republican River, Yuma County, 
Colo. 


Pursuant to the applicabe provisions 
of sections 7 and 9 of the Act of Congress 
approved December 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 
890, 891; 33 U.S.C. 709), the following 
regulations are hereby prescribed to 
govern the use of storage capacity for 
flood-control purposes in the Bonny 
Reservoir on South Fork Republican 
River, Yuma County, Colo., and the 
operation of Bonny Dam for flood-con- 
trol purposes. 


§ 208.41 Bonny Dam and Reservoir, 
South Fork Republican River, Yuma 
County, Colo. 


The Bureau of Reclamation, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, represented by its 
appropriate Project Manager, herein- 
after referred to as the Project Manager, 
shall operate the Bonny Dam and Reser- 
voir in the interest of flood-control as 
follows: 

(a) The flood-control storage capacity 
of the reservoir, which initially amounts 
to 128,820 acre-feet, between elevations 
tom and 3710 shall be regulated as fol- 
ows: 

(1) For local flood-control on South 
Fork Republican River below the dam 
with the objective, insofar as practicable, 
of limiting flows in the channel below the 
dam to a maximum of 5,000 c.f.s. or not 
to exceed 5.5 feet at the Benkelman gage, 
whichever controls. 

(2) For coordination of flood-control 
regulation in the Bonny Reservoir with 
existing and potential flood conditions 
and the regulation of other flood-control 
reservoirs and projects in the Republican, 
Kansas, and Missouri River basins, re- 
leases from and flood-control operation 
of the project will be adjusted as re- 
quired for optimum effectiveness during 
all flood periods. 
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(b) During flood periods and when- 
ever the reservoir contains impounded 
water in the flood-control storage zone, 
releases shall be made in accordance with 
instructions issued to the Project Man- 
ager by the District Engineer, Corps of 
Engineers, Department of the Army, in 
charge of the locality, hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the District Engineer. Such 
instructions shall be for achievement of 
the necessary local flood-control below 
the dam and coordination of flood-con- 
trol regulation of the reservoir with flood 
conditions and flood-control regulations 
of other reservoirs and flood-control 
projects in the Republican, Kansas, and 
Missouri River basins. If desirable, on the 
basis of flood conditions at the time, 
these instructions to the Project Manager 
may require a temporary modification of 
the provisions for local flood-control 
regulation contained in paragraph 
(a) (1) of this section. Oral instructions 
from the District Engineer to the Project 
Manager shall be confirmed in writing 
under date of the day issued. 

(c) The discharge characteristics of 
the gated sluiceway incorporated into the 
spillway structure (having an estimated 
maximum capacity at elevation 3710 of 
9,940 c.f.s. with the sluiceway gate open 
and 5,080 c.f.s. with the sluiceway gate 
closed) shall be maintained in accord- 
ance with the construction plans (Bu- 
reau of Reclamation Specifications No. 
2398 as modified by Drawing 331-D-13, 
Revision dated Oct. 27, 1949). 

(d) Flood-control operations shall not 
restrict releases necessary for irrigation. 

(e) Whenever the _ reservoir level 
reaches or exceeds elevation 3672, or 
flood discharges appear imminent, the 
Project Manager shall report at once to 
the District Engineer by telephone, tele- 
graph, or radio and as requested there- 
after until the reservoir level falls to 
elevation 3672 or below and flood dis- 
charges cease. 

(f) Proposed schedules of irrigation 
releases and storage changes, if avail- 
able, and current operating data shall 
be provided to the District Engineer by 
the Project Manager. These data shall 
be tabulated daily and furnished peri- 
odically as required, and shall include 
such items as reservoir elevation, reser- 
voir storage, inflow, discharge, and 
pertinent available hydrologic data. 

(g) Releases made in accordance with 
the regulations of this section are sub- 
ject to the condition that releases shall 
not be made at rates or in a manner 
that would be inconsistent with require- 
ments for protecting the dam and reser- 
voir from major damage. 

(h) All elevations stated in this sec- 
tion are at the Bonny Dam and are 
referred to the datum in use at that loca- 
tion. 


[Regs. Jan. 16, 1968, ENGCW-EY] (Secs. 7 
and 9, 58 Stat. 890, 891; 33 U.S.C. 709) 


For the Adjutant General. 


J. -W. Hurp, 
Colonel, AGC Comptroller, TAGO. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1913; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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PART 209—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURE 


Shipping Safety Fairways and An- 
chorage Areas, Gulf of Mexico 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of the River and Harbor Act of March 
3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1151; 33 U.S.C. 403) and 
section 4 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act of August 7, 1953 (67 Stat. 
462; 43 U.S.C. 1333(f)), § 209.135 estab- 
lishing shipping safety fairways and 
anchorage areas in the Gulf of Mexico 
is hereby amended with respect to para- 
graph (d) prescribing a new subpara- 
graph (19-a) establishing Freshwater 
Bayou Safety Fairway, amending sub- 
paragraphs (20) Atchafalaya Pass Safety 
Fairway, (21) Caillou Pass Safety Fair- 
way, (23) Belle Pass Safety Fairway, and 
(26) Empire to the Gulf Safety Fairway, 
effective upon publication in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, as follows: 


§ 209.135 Shipping safety fairways and 
anchorage areas, Gulf of Mexico. 


> > > > = 
(d) The areas. 
+ > 7 > * 


(19-a) Freshwater Bayou Safety Fairway. 
The area between lines joining points at: 
Latitude 
29°31'59’" 
29°31'10"’ 
29°31'13"’ 92°19'14"’ 
29°27'44"" 92°19'53"’ 
and a line joining points at: 
29°27'34’’ 92°18'45’’ 
29°31'03"’ 92°18'06"’ 
29°31'06’’ 92°18'26"’ 
29°31'55’’ 92°18'17"" 
(20) Atchafalaya Pass Safety Fairway. The 
area between a line joining points at: 
Latitude Longitude 
29° 22’36’’ 91°23'28"" 
29°14’42’’ 91°30'28"’ 
and a line joining points at: 
29°14'05’’ 91°29'34"’ 
29°21’59’’ 91°22'34’’ 
(21) Bayou Grand Caillou Safety Fairway. 
The area between a line joining points at: 
Latitude Longitude 
29°10'59’’ 90°57'26’’ 
29°05'24’’ 90°58’10"" 
29°01'08’’ 91°00'44’’ 
and a line joining points at: 
29°05'06"’ 90°57'03’’ 
29°05'06"’ 90°57'03’’ 
29°09'46’’ 90°56'27"’ 
> > . 7 . 
(23) Belle Pass Safety Fairway. The area 
between a line joining points at: 
Latitude Longitude 
29°05’06’’ 90°14'07"’ 
29°02'50"’ 90°14'46"’ 
and a line joining points at: 
29°02'56"’ 90°13'48"’ 
29°05'06"’ 90°13'10’’ 
. * . . * 
(26) Empire to the Gulf Safety Fairway. 
The area between a line joining points at: 
Latitude Longitude 
29°15’22”’ 89°36'55’’ 
29°13’52’’ 89°37'15"’ 
and a line joining points at: 
29°13'24’’ 89°36'11"" 
29°14'54’’ 89°35'51"" 


. . 


Longitude 
92°18'45"’ 
92°18'54’’ 
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[Regs., Jan. 26, 1968, ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 10, 
30 Stat. 1151, sec. 4, 67 Stat. 462; 3 U.S.C. 
403, 43 U.S.C. 1333(f) ) 


For the Adjutant General. 


J. W. Hourp, 
Colonel, AGC, Comptroller, TAGO. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1911; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 36 —PARKS, FORESTS, 
AND MEMORIALS 


Chapter IlI—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 


PART 311—PUBLIC USE OF CERTAIN 
RESERVOIR AREAS 


Mill Creek Reservoir Area, Wash. 


The Secretary of the Army having de- 
termined that the use of Mill Creek 
Reservoir Area, Wash., by the general 
public for boating, swimming, bathing, 
fishing, and other recreational purposes 
will not be contrary to the public interest 
and will not be inconsistent with the 
operation and maintenance of the res- 
ervoir for its primary purposes, hereby 
prescribes rules and regulations for its 
public use, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 
1944, as amended (76 Stat. 1195), adding 
it to the list in § 311.1, as follows: 


§ 311.1 Areas covered. 
* * * 7. 
WASHINGTON 
om = ~ + 
Mill Creek Reservoir Area. 
* * * . . 


[Regs., Jan. 16, 1968, ENGCW-OM] 
(Sec. 4, 58 Stat. 889, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 
460d) 


For the Adjutant General. 
J. W.Horp, 
Colonel, AGC, Comptroller, TAGO. 


[F.R. Doc 68-1912; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 1—Federal Procurement 
Regulations 


EQUAL OPPORTUNITY IN 
EMPLOYMENT 


This amendment of the Federal Pro- 
curement Regulations makes changes in 
Part 1-1, General; Part 1-2, Procurement 
by Formal Advertising; Part 1-12, Labor; 
and Part 1-16, Procurement Forms. The 
purpose of the changes is to clarify the 
relationship of the Equal Opportunity 
and Disputes clauses; prescribe policies 
and procedures to implement the May 9, 
1967, order (32 F.R. 7439, May 19, 1967) 
of the Secretary of Labor regarding non- 
segregated facilities; and to provide for 
the inclusion of a Certification of Non- 
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segregated Facilities on Standard Forms 
2-A, 19-B, and 33. 


PART 1—1—GENERAL 


The table of contents for Part 1-1 Is 
amended by the revision of § 1-1.318 and 
the addition of §1-1.318-1 and §1- 
1.318-2, as follows: 


1-1.318 Disputes clause. 

1-1.318-1 Contracting officer’s decision un- 
der a Dispute clause. 

1-1.318-2 Relationship to the Equal Oppor- 
tunity clause. 


Subpart 1—1.3—General Policies 


Section 1-1.318 is revised to clarify 
the relationship of the Equal Opportu- 
nity and Disputes clauses. As revised, the 
section reads as follows: 


§ 1-1.318 Disputes clause. 


§ 1-1.318—-1 Contracting officer’s 
cision under a Disputes clause. 


(a) When a final decision of the con- 
tracting officer concerns a dispute that 
is or may be subject to the Disputes 
clause, a paragraph substantially as fol- 
lows shall be included in the decision: 


This decision is made in accordance with 
the Disputes clause and shall be final and 
conclusive as provided therein, unless, with- 
in 30 days from the date of receipt of this 
decision, a written notice of appeal (in trip- 
licate) addressed to the (Title of the head 
of the agency) is mailed or otherwise furn- 
ished to the Contracting Officer. The notice 
of appeal, which is to be signed by you as 
the contractor or by an attorney. acting on 
your behalf, and which may be in letter 
form, should indicate that an appeal is in- 
tended, should refer to this decision and 
should identify the contract by number. The 
notice of appeal may include a statement of 
the reasons why the decision is considered 
to be erroneous. 


(b) A copy of each contracting offi- 
cer’s decision shall be furnished to the 
contractor by certified mail, return re- 
ceipt requested, or by any other method 
which provides evidence of the date of 
receipt of the decision by the contractor. 


§ 1-1.318-2 Relationship to the Equal 
Opportunity clause. 
See § 1-12.805-9 regarding disputed 
matters related to the equal opportunity 
program. 


de- 


PART 1—2—PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING 
Subpart 1—2.2—Solicitation of Bids 


Section 1-2.201 is amended to prescribe 
a notice regarding the requirement for 
certification of nonsegregated facilities. 


§ 1-2.201 Preparation of invitations for 
bids. 


” 7. * * aa 
a eS 
(29) The following provision regard- 
ing nonsegregated facilities shall be 
placed on the face of the invitation for 
bids or on a cover sheet where contract 
awards exceeding $10,000 may result. 


NoTIcE OF REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATION 
OF NONSEGREGATED FACILITIES 


Bidders and offerors are cautioned as fol- 
lows: By signing this bid or offer, the bidder 
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or offeror will be deemed to have signed and 
agreed to the provisions of the “Certification 
of Nonsegregated Facilities” in this solicita- 
tion. The certification provides that the bid- 
der or offeror does not maintain or provide 
for his employees facilities which are segre- 
gated on a basis of race, creed, color, or na- 
tional origin, whether such facilities are 
segregated by directive or on a de facto 
basis. The certification also provides that he 
will not maintain such segregated facilities. 
Failure of a bidder or offeror to agree to the 
Certification of Nonsegregated Facilities will 
render his bid or offer nonresponsive to the 
terms of solicitations involving awards of 
contracts exceeding $10,000 which are not 
exempt from the provisions of the Equal Op- 
portunity clause. 


. * * > * 


PART 1~—12—-LABOR 


The table of contents for Part 1-12 is 
amended to add new entries as follows: 
1-12.803-7 Elimination of segregated facil- 

ities. 
1-12.805-9 Disputed matters related to the 
equal opportunity program, 


Subpart 1-12.8—Equal Opportunity 
in Employment 

Sections 1-12.802, 1-12.803, 1-12.804, 
1-12.805, and 1-12.807 are amended, and 
§ 1-12.808 is revised in order to prescribe 
policies and procedures to implement the 
May 9, 1967, order of the Secretary of 
Labor regarding nonsegregated facilities. 
As revised, or amended, the sections read 
as follows: 
§ 1-12.802 Definitions. 


As used in this subpart, the following 
terms have the meanings stated (refer- 
ences in this subpart to E.O. No. 10925 
and E.O. No. 11114 shall be deemed to be 
references to the comparable provisions 
of E.O. No. 11246): 


> * * * * 


(d) “Chairman” means the Secretary 
of Labor (successor to the Chairman of 
the Committee). 


(e) “Committee” means Office of Fed- 
eral Contract Compliance, Department 
of Labor (successor to the President’s 
Committee on Equal Employment Op- 
portunity). 


* = ° 7 a * 

(j) “Executive Vice Chairman” means 
the Director, Office of Federal Contract 
Compliance, Department of Labor (suc- 
cessor to the Executive Vice Chairman 
of the Committee). 

. a 7 * a 

(w) “Vice Chairman” means the Di- 
rector, Office of Federal Contract Com- 
pliance, Department of Labor (successor 
to the Vice Chairman of the Committee) . 
§ 1-12.803 Basic requirements. 

§ 1-12.803-7 Elimination of segregated 
facilities. 

This subsection prescribes policies and 


» procedures which implement the May 9, 


1967, order (32 F.R. 7439, May 19, 1967) 
by the Secretary of Labor regarding the 
Government contractors and elimination 
of segregated facilities by subcontractors. 
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(a) Prime contractors, subcontractors, 
and applicants subject to the Equal Op- 
portunity clause must ensure that the 
facilities provided for employees are pro- 
vided in a manner that segregation on 
the basis of race, creed, color, or national 
origin cannot result. They may neither 
require such segregated use by explicit 
directives nor tolerate such use by em- 
ployee custom. The obligation extends 
further to ensuring that employees are 
not assigned to perform their services 
at any location under the prime contrac- 
tor’s,. subcontractor’s, or applicant’s 
(where he is himself performing feder- 
ally assisted construction) control where 
the facilities are segregated. Such segre- 
gation at any facility provided by a prime 
contractor, subcontractor, or applicant 
is an unacceptable failure to comply with 
the contractor’s equal opportunity obli- 
gations. Discharge of this obligation in no 
way whatsoever diminishes or relieves a 
prime contractor, subcontractor, or ap- 
plicant of his responsibility to carry 
out fully the other nondiscrimination and 
affirmative action requirements of his 
contract. 

(b) The notice to bidders prescribed in 
§ 1-2.201(a) (29) shall be included in in- 
vitations for bids. A similar provision 
shall be included in requests for propo- 
sals. - 

(c) Agencies shall make appropriate 
provision for the giving of the notice pre- 
scribed by this paragraph (c) to, and for 
its inclusion in agreements with appli- 
cants which may involve federally as- 
sisted construction contracts and related 
subcontracts exceeding $10,000 which are 
not exempt from the provisions of the 
Equal Opportunity clause. The notice to 
be included in agreements with appli- 
cants is as follows: 


NorTIcE TO APPLICANTS OF REQUIREMENT FOR 
CERTIFICATIONS OF NONSEGREGATED FACILITIES 


(a) A Certification of Nonsegregated Fa- 
cilities, as required by the May 9, 1967, order 
(32 F.R. 7439, May 19, 1967) on Elimination 
of Segregated Facilities, by the Secretary of 
Labor, must be submitted by the applicant 
prior to any agreement for Federal financial 
assistance where the applicant will himself 
perform a federally assisted construction con- 
tract exceeding $10,000 which is not exempt 
from the provisions of the Equal Opportunity 
clause. 

(b) Applicants for Federal assistance shall 
notify prospective federally assisted con- 
struction contractors of the Certification of 
Nonsegregated Facilities required by the May 
9, 1967, order on Elimination of Segregated 
Facilities by the Secretary of Labor, as 
follows: 


NOTICE TO PROSPECTIVE FEDERALLY ASSISTED 
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTORS 


(a) A Certification of Nonsegregated Fa- 
cilities, as required by the May 9, 1967, order 
(32 F.R. 7439, May 19, 1967) on Examination 
of Segregated Facilities, by the Secretary of 
Labor, must be submitted prior to the award 
of a federally assisted construction contract 
exceeding $10,000 which is not exempt from 
the provisions of the Equal Opportunity 
clause. 

(b) Contractors receiving federally assisted 
construction contract awards exceeding 
$10,000 which are not exempt from the provi- 
sions of the Equal Opportunity clause will 
be required to provide for the forwarding 
of the following notice to prospective sub- 
contractors for supplies and construction 
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contracts where the subcontracts exceed 
$10,000 and are not exempt from the provi- 
sions of the Equal Opportunity clause: 


NOTICE TO PROSPECTIVE SUBCONTRACTORS OF 
REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATIONS OF NON- 
SEGREGATED FACILITIES 


(a) A Certification of Nonsegregated Fa- 
cilities, as required by the May 9, 1967, order 
(32 F.R. 7439, May 19, 1967) on Elimination 
of Segregated Facilities, by the Secretary of 
Labor, must be submitted prior to the award 
of a subcontract exceeding $10,000 which is 
not exempt from the provisions of the Equal 
Opportunity clause. 

(b) Contractors receiving subcontract 
awards exceeding $10,000 which are not ex- 
empt from the provisions of the Equal Op- 
portunity clause will be required to provide 
for the forwarding of this notice to prospec- 
tive subcontractors for supplies and con- 
struction contracts where the subcontracts 
exceed $10,000 and are not exempt from the 
provisions of the Equal Opportunity clause. 


(d) Agencies shall include a require- 
ment in their invitations for bids, re- 
quests for proposals, federally assisted 
construction contracts of applicants, and 
agreements with applicants that bidders, 
offerors, applicants performing federally 
assisted construction contracts, federally 
assisted construction contractors, and 
their subcontractors submit the certifica- 
tions prescribed by this paragraph (d) 
with their bids and proposals where 
awards and agreements may result in 
contracts and subcontracts exceeding 
$10,000 which are not exempt from the 
provisions of the Equal Opportunity 
clause. Certifications shall be individu- 
ally signed except where the certification 
is executed by reason of the signature 
on the bid or offer (see § 1-2.201(a) (29) ). 
The certifications submitted by subcon- 
tractors shall be retained in the files 
of the prime contractor or subcontractor 
receiving the certification. Where a 
prime contractor or subcontractor does 
business with a concern on a continuing 
basis, a single certification may be sub- 
mitted periodically (quarterly, semian- 
nually, or annually) rather than with 
each transaction. 


(1) Certification to be submitted by 
bidders, offerors, subcontractors, and ap- 
plicants who are themselves performing 
federally assisted construction contracts: 


CERTIFICATION OF NONSEGREGATED FACILITIES 


(Applicable to contracts, subcontracts, and 
agreements with applicants who are them- 
selves performing federally assisted construc- 
tion contracts, exceeding $10,000 which are 
not exempt from the provisions of the Equal 
Opportunity clause.) 

By the submission of this bid, the bidder, 
offeror, applicant, or subcontractor certifies 
that he does not maintain or provide for his 
employees any segregated facilities at any of 
his establishments, and that he does not 
permit his employees to perform their serv- 
ices at any location, under his control, where 
segregated facilities are maintained. He cer- 
tifies further that he will not maintain or 
provide for his employees any segregated 
facilities at any of his establishments, and 
that he will not permit his employees to 
perform their services at any location, under 
his control, where segregated facilities are 
maintained. The bidder, offeror, applicant, or 
subcontractor agrees that a breach of this 
certification is a violation of the Equal Op- 
portunity clause in this contract. As used 
in this certification, the term “segregated 
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facilities’ means any waiting rooms, work 
areas, rest rooms and wash rooms, restau- 
rants and other eating areas, time clocks, 
locker rooms and other storage or dressing 
areas, parking lots, drinking fountains, rec- 
reation or entertainment areas, transporta- 
tion, and housing facilities provided for 
employees which are segregated by explicit 
directive or are in fact segregated on the 
basis of race, creed, color, or national origin, 
because of habit, local custom, or otherwise. 
He further agrees that (except where he has 
obtained identical certifications from pro- 
posed subcontractors for specific time peri- 
ods) he will obtain identical certifications 
from proposed subcontractors prior to the 
award of subcontracts exceeding $10,000 
which are not exempt from the provisions 
of the Equal Opportunity clause; that he 
will retain such certifications in his files; 
and that he will forward the following notice 
to such proposed subcontractors (except 
where the proposed subcontractors have sub- 
mitted identical certifications for specific 
time periods) : 


NOTICE TO PROSPECTIVE SUBCONTRACTORS OF 
REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATIONS OF NON- 
SEGREGATED FACILITIES ; 


A Certification of Nonsegregated Facilities, 
as required by the May 9, 1967, order (32 F.R. 
7439, May 19, 1967) on Elimination of Seg- 
regated Facilities, by the Secretary of Labor, 
must be submitted prior to the award of a 
subcontract exceeding $10,000 which is not 
exempt from the provisions of the Equal 
Opportunity clause. The certification may be 
submitted either for each subcontract or for 
all subcontracts during a period (i.e., quar- 
terly, semiannually, or annually). 

Nore: The penalty for making false state- 
ments in offers is prescribed in 18 U.S.C. 1001. 


(2) Certification to be submitted by 
federally assisted construction contrac- 
tors of applicants and their sub- 
contractors: 


CERTIFICATION OF NONSEGREGATED FACILITIES 


(Applicable to federally assisted construc- 
tion contracts and related subcontracts ex- 
ceeding $10,000 which are not exempt from 
the Equal Opportunity clause.) 

The federally assisted construction con- 
tractor certifies that he does not maintain 
or provide for his employees any segregated 
facilities at any of his establishments, and 
that he does not permit his employees to 
perform their services at any location, under 
his control, where segregated facilities are 
maintained. The federally assisted construc- 
tion contractor certifies further that he will 
not maintain or provide for his employees 
any segregated facilities at any of his estab- 
lishments, and that he will not permit his 
employees to perform their services at any 
location, under his control, where segregated 
facilities are maintained. The federally as- 
sisted construction contractor agrees that a 
breach of this certification is a violation of 
the Equal Opportunity clause in this con- 
tract. As used in this certification, the term 
“segregated facilities” means any waiting 
rooms, work areas, rest rooms and wash 
rooms, restaurants and other eating areas, 
time clocks, locker rooms and other storage 
or dressing areas, parking lots, drinking foun- 
tains, recreation or entertainment areas, 
transportation, and housing facilities pro- 
vided for employees which are segregated by 
explicit directive or are in fact segregated on 
the basis of race, creed, color, or national 
origin, because of habit, local custom, or 
otherwise. The federally assisted construction 
contractor agrees that (except where he has 
obtained identical certifications from pro- 
posed subcontractors for specific time pe- 
riods) he will obtain identical certifications 
from proposed subcontractors prior to the 
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award of subcontracts exceeding $10,000 
which are not exempt from the provisions of 
the Equal Opportunity clause, and that he 
will retain such certifications in his files. 
Nore: The penalty for making falsé state- 
ments in offers is prescribed in 18 U.S.C. 1001. 


(e) The failure of a prime contractor 
or subcontractor to comply with the 
terms of his Certification of Nonsegre- 
gated Facilities or with the terms of the 
Equal Opportunity clause as construed by 
§ 1-12.803-7(a) shall be grounds for ter- 
mination or cancellation of contracts or 
subcontracts as provided in § 1-12.805-8. 


§ 1-12.804 Exemptions. 
§ 1-12.804-1 General. 


. * a * * 


(f) National security. Contracts and 
subcontracts are exempt from the no- 
tice and certification requirements re- 
garding segregated facilities in §1- 
12.803-7 where the head of the agency 
determines that a contract or subcon- 
tract is essential to the national security 
and that its award without the require- 
ment of a certification is necessary to 
the national security. Upon making such 
a determination, the head of the agency 
shall forward a written notification 
within 30 days to the Director, Office of 
Federal Contract Compliance (OFCC). 


§ 1-12.804—2 Specific contracts. 


The Director, OFCC, may exempt an 
agency from (a) requiring the inclusion 
of any or all of the Equal Opportunity 
clause in any specific contract, or sub- 
contract, and (b) from requiring com- 
pliance with any rules, regulations or 
orders, or parts thereof, when he deems 
that special circumstances in the na- 
tional interest so require. The Director, 
OFCC, may also exempt groups or cate- 
gories of contracts of the same type 
where he finds it impracticable to act 
upon each request individually or where 
group exemptions will contribute to 
convenience in the administration of the 
orders. 


§ 1-12.805 Administration. 
§ 1-12.805-8 Sanctions. 


(a) General. In every case where in- 
vestigation indicates the existence of an 
apparent violation of the provisions of 
the clause the matter should be resolved 
by informal means, including conference, 
conciliation, mediation, and persuasion, 
whenever possible. This will also include, 
where appropriate, establishing a pro- 
gram for future compliance approved by 
the head of the agency. Where the ap- 
parent violation is not resolved by in- 
formal means, the agency may afford 
the contractor or subcontractor an op- 
portunity for a hearing (see § 1-12.807). 
If a prime contractor or subcontractor, 
without a hearing, has complied with 
the recommendations or orders of an 
agency and believes such orders or rec- 
ommendations to be erroneous, he shall, 
upon filing a request therefor within 
10 days of such compliance, be accorded 
an opportunity for a hearing and review 
of the alleged erroneous action under 
§ 1-12.807. 

(b) Termination. A contract or sub- 
contract may be canceled, terminated, or 
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suspended, in whole or in part, for fail- 
ure to comply with the provisions of the 
Equal Opportunity clause. Whenever the 
Director, Office of Federal Contract Com- 
pliance (OFCC), or an agency, upon 
prior notification to the Director, OFCC, 
proposes to cancel or terminate, or cause 
to be canceled or terminated, in whole 
or in part, a prime contract or to require 
cancellation or termination of a sub- 
contract, the prime contractor or sub- 
contractor shall be notified in writing 
of such proposed action and given at 
least 10 days from the mailing of the no- 
tice either to comply with the provisions 
of the contract or to mail a request for 
a hearing to the Director, OFCC, or the 
agency, as appropriate, under § 1—-12.807. 
During the 10-day notice period, reason- 
able efforts shall continue to be made to 
secure compliance by conference, me- 
diation, and persuasion. 

(c) Debarment. A prime contractor or 
subcontractor may be debarred from re- 
ceiving contracts for failure to comply 
with the provisions of the Equal Op- 
portunity clause provided that debar- 
ment has been recommended by the head 
of the agency, and approved by the Di- 
rector, OFCC. In every case where de- 
barment is being proposed the prime 
contractor or subcontractor will be noti- 
fied by the head of the agency, in writing, 
of the proposed recommendation and 
given 10 days from the receipt of such 
notice in which to mail a request for a 
hearing by the agency, under § 1-12.807, 
or for a hearing before the Director, 
OFCC. 

(d) Referral to the Department of 
Justice. Each agency, with the approval 
of the Director, OFCC, may recommend 
to the Department of Justice that, in 
cases where there is substantial or ma- 
terial violation or the threat of substan- 
tial or material violation of the provisions 
of the Equal Opportunity clause, appro- 
priate proceedings be brought to enforce 
those provisions, including the enjoining, 
within the limitations of applicable law, 
of organizations, individuals, or groups 
which prevent directly or indirectly 
compliance with the aforesaid pro- 
visions: Provided, however, That no case 
shall be refered to the Department of 
Justice until the expiration of at least 10 
days from the mailing of a notice of such 
proposed referral by the agency to the 
prime contractor or subcontractor in- 
volved, affording him an opportunity to 
comply with the provisions of the order. 
The agency may also recommend to the 
Department of Justice that criminal pro- 
ceedings be brought for the furnishing of 
false information to the agency. 

(e) Imposition of corrective action or 
sanction. Following notification by the 
Director, OFCC, the agency shall 
promptly take the corrective action or 
impose the sanction stipulated in the 
notice. 


§ 1-12.805-9 Disputed matters related 
to the equal opportunity program. 
Disputes related to matters pertaining 
to the equal opportunity program shall be 
handled pursuant to the provisions of the 
Equal Opportunity clause in Govern- 
ment contracts, agreements, and sub- 
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contracts, rather thanthe Disputes clause 
contracts, rather than the Disputes 
clause contained therein. This relation- 
ship stems largely from the provision 
“except as otherwise provided in this 
contract” which appears in the stand- 
ard Disputes clauses (see clauses 6 
and 12 of Standard Forms 23-A and 
32, respectively). The Equal Oppor- 
tunity clause prescribed by § 1-12.803 
(as amended) does so “otherwise pro- 
vide” in paragraph (d), which spec- 
ifies that the contractor shall com- 
ply with the rules, regulations, and rele- 
vant orders of the Secretary of Labor. 
Those rules, regulations, and relevant 
orders prescribe particular procedures 
for handling disputed matters pertain- 
ing to the equal opportunity program 
(see 41 CFR, Ch. 60, Subpart B) which 
are implemented by §§1-12.805 and 
1-12.807. 


§ 1-12.806 [Reserved] 
§ 1-12.807 Hearings. 
§ 1-12.807-1 General. 


(a) An opportunity for a hearing may 
be afforded to a prime contractor or a 
subcontractor by the agency when an 
apparent act, or acts, of discrimination 
or other violation of the Equal Oppor- 
tunity clause, as shown by investigation, 
are not resolved informally. 

(b) An opportunity for a hearing shall 
be afforded to a prime contractor or sub- 
contractor by the agency when: 

(1) The prime contractor or subcon- 
tractor having complied with the recom- 
mendation or orders of the agency, be- 
lieves such recommendations or orders to 
be erroneous; or 

(2) The agency proposes to debar the 
prime contractor or subcontractor. 

(c) Whenever the prime contractor or 
subcontractor requests a hearing, pur- 
suant to § 1-12.805-8(b), a hearing shall 
be convened by the Director, OFCC, or 
any agency head, with the approval of 
the Director. ‘The contract may be sus- 
pended, in the discretion of the Director, 
OFCC, during the pendency of the 
‘hearing. 


§ 1-12.807-2 Delegation of authority. 


The head of the agency may delegate 
to any person, or board of such persons 
within his agency, all the authority of 
the head of the agency conferred by the 
orders or the rules and regulations of the 
Secretary of Labor to give notice of hear- 
ings, to conduct hearings, and to make 
findings of fact and recommendations 
as to whether a contractor or subcon- 
tractor is or has been in violation of the 
Equal Opportunity clause. If the head 
of an agency delegates his authority to 
a board, one of the members of the board 
shall be a person trained in law, and 
the head of the agency shall designate 
one member to be the presiding officer of 
the board. 


§ 1-12.807-5 Findings 


mended conclusions. 


As soon as practicable after comple- 
tion of the hearing the person or board 
that conducted the hearing shall make 
written findings and recommended con- 
clusions on the basis of the record with 


and recom- 
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respect to all material issues. If the con- 
clusion is that a violation of the Equal 
Opportunity clause has taken place, the 
agency head may make recommenda- 
tions to the Director, OFCC, and may 
with the Director’s approval cause the 
cancellation, termination, or suspension 
of the contract or subcontract. The 
agency head may, with the approval of 
the Director, OFCC, impose such other 
sanctions, including debarment, as seem 
necessary and appropriate to carry out 
the purposes of the orders. 


§ 1-12.808 Reinstatement of ineligible 
contractors or subcontractors, 


Any prime contractor or subcontractor 
declared ineligible for further contracts 
or subcontracts under the orders may 
request reinstatement in a letter directed 
to the Director, OFCC. In connection 
with the reinstatement proceeding, the 
prime contractor or subcontractor shall 
be required to show that it has now com- 
plied with the orders or that it has a 
program of compliance acceptable to the 
Director, OFCC. 





PART 1—-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS 


Subpart 1—-16.1—Forms for Adver- 
tised Supply Contracts 


Section 1-16. 101 is amended to provide 
for the inclusion of the Certification of 
Nonsegregated Facilities on Standard 
Form 33. As amended, the section reads 
as follows: 


§ 1-16.101 Contract forms. 


* * * + > 


(a) Solicitation, Offer, and Award 
(Standard Form 33, July 1966 edition). 
Pending the publication of a new edi- 
tion of SF 33, the Certification of Non- 
segregated Facilities prescribed in 
§ 1-12.803-7(d) (1) shall be made an 
additional provision of the Representa- 
tions, Certifications, and Acknowledge- 
ments on the form. 


> . + * + 


Subpart 1—16.4—Forms for Adver- 
tised Construction Contracts 


Section 1-16.401 is amended to provide 
for the inclusion of the Certification of 
Nonsegregated Facilities on Standard 
Form 19-B. As amended, the section 
reads as follows: 


§ 1-16.401 Forms prescribed. 

* > oo 7 > 

(c) Representations and Certifications 
(Construction Contract) (Standard 
Form 19-B, December 1965 edition). 
Pending the publication of a new edition 
of SF 19-B, the Certification of Nonseg- 
regated Facilities prescribed in § 1- 
12.803-7(d) (1) shall be made an addi- 
tional provision of the form. 


* * * > * 


Subpart 1—-16.6—Forms of Leases 
for Real Property 


Section 1-16.601 is amended to provide 
for the inclusion of the Certification of 
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Nonsegregated Facilities on Standard 
Form 2—A. As amended, the section reads 
as follows: 


§ 1-16.601 Forms prescribed. 


* * . > > 


(b) Standard Form 2-A, February 
1965 edition, U.S. Government Lease for 
Real Property. Pending the publication 
of a new edition of SF 2—A, the Certifica- 
tion of Nonsegregated Facilities pre- 
scribed in § 1-12.803-7(d)(1) shall be 
made an additional provision of the 
form. 


* * * - © 


(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c) ) 


Effective date. These regulations are 
effective with respect to invitations for 
bids, requests for proposals, and applica- 
tions of applicants issued on or after 
February 26, 1968, but may be observed 
earlier. 


Dated: February 12, 1968. 


LAWSON B. KNoTT, JR., 
Administrator of General Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1967; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 





Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 


PART 9-1—GENERAL 


Subpart 9—1.4—Procurement Au- 
thority and Responsibility 


Subpart 9—1.51—Procurement Au- 
thority and Responsibility 


Subpart 9-1.4 is issued to supplement 
recently published subpart in the Federal 
Procurement Regulations on this subject 
and to eliminate material formerly con- 
tained in AECPR 9-1.51 which is now 
covered by the FPR subpart. 

1. The following subpart is added to 
Part 9-1, General: 


Subpart 9—1.4—Procurement Authority and 
Responsibility 


Sec. 

9-1.450 General responsibility of contract- 
ing officers. 

9-1.451 Standards of conduct. 


AvuTnHorITY: Sec. 161 of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended, 68 Stat. 948, 42 
U.S.C. 2201; sec. 205 of the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949, as 
amended, 63 Stat. 390, 40 U.S.C. 486. 


Subpart 9—1.4—Procurement Au- 
thority and Responsibility 


§ 9-1.450 General responsibility of con- 
tracting officers. 


‘ Contracting officers are responsible 
or: 

(a) Executing and administering con- 
tracts in such a manner as to safeguard 
the interest of the United States in con- 
tractual relationships and making deter- 
minations of fact under contracts; 

(b) Advising the contractor by letter 
or other appropriate means: 
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(1) The name of any contracting of- 
ficer’s representative, the extent of such 
representative’s authority and any limi- 
tations placed thereon;. 

(2) The name of any site representa- 
tive or other technical representative 
designated to provide technical surveil- 
lance of the work being performed under 
the contract, the extent of such repre- 
sentative’s authority and any limitations 
placed thereon. 

(c) Using standard contract forms, as 
required by the FPR and AECPR; 

(d) Obtaining all necessary approvals 
and otherwise complying with applicable 
directives issued by the General Man- 
ager; Director, Division of Contracts; 
other Division Directors; and Managers 
of Field Offices; 

(e) Personally signing all contracts 
and modifications entered into by them 
(this authority cannot be delegated to 
others, nor will the signing of contrac- 
tual documents be accomplished by 
facsimile stamps or by proxy) ; 

(f) Exercising care, skill, and judg- 
ment in all their actions; 

(g) Assuring that funds are available 
and that their authority to subject the 
Government or its property to any risk 
is not being exceeded; 

(h) Maintaining constant cognizance 
with respect to contract compliance on 
the part of the contractor; 

(i) Securing the advice of legal, tech- 
nical, and administrative staffs of the 
AEC as to the sufficiency of the contracts 
prior to their execution; 


(j) Initiating any appropriate action 
necessary to properly assure the satis- 
factory performance of their contracts; 

(k) Knowing and acting within the 
scope and limitation of their authority. 


§ 9-1.451 Standards of conduct. 


The business ethics of all persons 
charged with administration and ex- 
penditure of Government funds must be 
above reproach and suspicion in every 
respect at all times. It is important that 
all persons engaged in procurement and 
related duties adhere to and be guided by 
the AEC’s policies and instructions on 
personnel conduct. Detailed rules ap- 
plicable to the conduct of employees are 
set forth in the Appendix to 10 CFR 
Part 1, Subpart E. 


§§ 9-1.5101—9-1.5104 [Deleted] 


2. Subpart 9-1.51, Procurement Au- 
thority and Responsibility, is deleted and 
reserved. 


Effective date. These regulations are 


effective upon publication in the FepERAL 
REGISTER. 


Dated at Germantown, Md., this 9th 
day of February 1968. 
For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion. 
JOSEPH L. SMITH, 
Director, Division of Contracts. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-1910; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 


Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior 


APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
[Public Land Order 4356] 
{Arizona 1228] 


ARIZONA 


Partial Revocation of Stock 
Driveway Withdrawal 


By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 10 of the act of December 29, 
1916 (39 Stat. 865; 43 U.S.C. 300), as 
amended, it is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental order of March 
18, 1918, creating Stock Driveway With- 
drawal No. 10, is hereby revoked so far as 
it affects the following described lands: 


GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN 


T. 15 N., R. 16 E., 
Sec. 4, lots 1 to 12, inclusive, and 54; 
Secs. 8, 10, and 14; 
Sec. 18, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, E4W'% and 
Es; 
Secs. 26 and 28; 
Sec. 30, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, EYAW', 
and E\%. 
T. 15N.,R.17E., 
Secs. 26 and 28; 
Sec. 30, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, E4,W%% and 


El. 
T. 15N.,R.18E., 
Sec. 28. 
T. 14N.,R.21E., 
Sec. 12; 

Sec. 14, E%. 
T.15N., RB. 21 E., 
Sec. 10, E14; 

Sec. 14; 


Sec. 22, EE. 
T.16N., R. 21 E., 
Sec. 4, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S4N% and 
8%; 
Secs. 10, 22, and 34. 
T.17N.,R. 21E., y 
Sec. 18, EX4; 
Secs. 20, 22, 26, 28, and 34. 


The areas described aggregate 
16,049.88 acres in Navajo, Apache, and 
Coconino Counties. 

Portions of these lands are located 
approximately 17 miles north of Heber, 
Ariz., and the remainder are near State 
Highway 77, extending from just south 
of Holbrook to 6 miles north of Snow- 
flake, Ariz. The soils are quite shallow, 
and are either sandy or clay with an 
intermix of bedrock fragments. Vege- 
tation consists of prickly pear, grass, 
cholla cacti, snakeweed, and juniper 
bushes. 

2. Until 10 a.m. on August 12, 1968, the 
State of Arizona shall have a preferred 
right of application to select the lands as 
provided by R.S. 2276, as amended (43 
U.S.C. 852). After that time the lands 
shall be open to operation of the public 
land laws generally, subject to valid 
existing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications re- 
ceived at or prior to 10 a.m. on August 
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12, 1968, shall be considered as simul- 
taneously filed at that time. Those re- 
ceived thereafter shall be considered in 
the order of filing. 

The lands have been open to applica- 
tions and offers under the mineral leas- 
ing laws, and to location under the U.S. 
mining laws subject to the regulations 
in 43 CFR 3400.3. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 

Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1917; Filed, Feb. 
8:45 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 





[Public Land Order 4357] 
[Oregon 185] 
OREGON 


Withdrawal for National Forest Ad- 
ministrative Site Partly Revoking 
Public Land Order 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described lands in the Umatilla 
National Forest are hereby withdrawn 
from appropriation under the mining 
laws (30 US.C., Ch. 2), but not from 
leasing under the mineral leasing laws, 
in aid of programs of the Department of 
Agriculture as an addition to the Ant 
Hill Administrative Site established by 
Public Land Order No. 4311: 


WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 


T.8S.,R.26E., 

Sec. 13, NWY4NEY4SW\,. 

Containing 10 acres. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of the 
national forest lands under lease, license, 
or permit, or governing the disposal of 
their mineral or vegetative resources 
other than under the mining laws. 

3. Public Land Order No. 4311 of Oc- 
tober 31, 1967, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the following described lands 
in the Umatilla National Forest: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
T.8S.,R.26E., 

Sec. 13, NEY4NEYSW\. 

Containing 10 acres. 

4. At 10 a.m. on March 19, 1968, the 
lands described in paragraph 3 hereof 
shall be open to such forms of disposition 
as may by law be made of national forest 
lands. 

Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1818; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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[Public Land Order 4358] 
[Riverside 06656; 06980; Nevada 042819] 


CALIFORNIA AND NEVADA 


Revocation of Lighthouse and Rec- 
lamation Project Withdrawals 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), and by virtue of the authority 
contained in section 3 of the act of June 
17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416), 
as amended and supplemented, it is 
ordered as follows: 

1. The Executive order of January 26, 
1867, and Executive Order No. 2528 of 
February 14, 1917, withdrawing lands for 
lighthouse purposes, are hereby revoked 
so far as they affect the following de- 
scribed lands: 

CALIFORNIA 
(Riverside 06656) 
SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN 
T.6N.,R. 36 W., 

An unsurveyed rocky island located ap- 
proximately 300 feet off Point Arguello, 
Calif., in what probably will be the SE, 
Sw, sec. 15, when surveyed, containing 
approximately 0.4 acre. 

(Riverside 06980) 


T.55S.,R. 15 W., 
An unsurveyed island or rock (El Codo 
Rock) in the Pacific Ocean opposite Point 
Vincente (Point Vicente), Calif., in approx- 


imate sec. 14, containing approximately 0.5 
acre. 


The parcels described in paragraph 1, 
above, remain withdrawn by Executive 


Order No. 5326 of April 14, 1930, which 
withdrew all unsurveyed islands, rocks, 
and pinnacles in the Pacific Ocean off 
the coast of California. 

2. The departmental orders of July 2, 
1902, and July 9, 1904, withdrawing lands 
for the Truckee-Carson Project, are 
hereby revoked so far as they affect the 
following described lands: 

NEVADA 
(Nevada 042819) 
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN 
T.19N.,R.18E., 

Sec. 30, lots 7, 10, and SW%48SE%; 

Sec. 31, lot 7. 

The areas described aggregate 63.47 
acres, of which lot 7, sec. 30, is nonpublic 
(private) land. The remaining lands are 
in the Toiyabe National Forest. 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 19, 1968, the 
national forest lands described in para- 
graph 2, above, shall be open to such 
forms of disposition as may by law be 
made of such lands. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1919; Piled, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 













[Public Land Order 4359] 
[Oregon 1375 (Wash.) ] 


WASHINGTON 


Revocation of Withdrawals for Na- 
tional Forest Administrative Sites 
and Recreation Areas 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental orders of Novem- 
ber 30, 1907, April 1, 1908, November 14, 
1908, and February 17, 1909, and Public 
Land Orders No. 1375 of December 20, 
1956, No. 1739 of October 6, 1958, and 
No. 1874 of June 9, 1959, withdrawing 
national forest lands as administrative 
sites and recreation areas, are hereby 
revoked so far as they affect the follow- 
ing described lands: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
COLVILLE NATIONAL FOREST 
Graphite Administrative Site 


T. 40N., R. 32 E., 
Sec. 18, lots 3 and 4. 


Sherman Creek Radio Relay Station Site 
T.36N.,R.34E., 
Sec. 24, W14NEY4NE\. 
St. Peters Creek Administrative Site 
T.38N.,R.34E., 
Sec. 7, lot 3, EYSwW'%, and NWSE. 
Davis Lake Recreation Area 
T.38N.,R.36E., 
Sec. 34, N4Z4SE4SW\. 
Frater Lake Recreation Area 
T.36N.,R.42E., 
Sec. 2, lots 1 and 2. 
Dry Canyon Administrative Site 


T.37N., R. 43 E., 


Sec. 35, a metes and bounds survey in the 
NW. 


Bunchgrass Administrative Site 
T.37N.,R.44E., 


Sec. 24, W%SE%4NE%, E%4SWY%NE%, 
SWY4,SWYNE%, SEY%SEYNW%, and 
NY4,NWY,SE%. 


The areas described, including the pat- 
ented lands and national forest lands, 
aggregate 379.14 acres in Ferry and Pend 
Oreille Counties. The patented lands are 
those described above for the Frater Lake 
Recreation Area. 

2. At 10 a.m. on March 19, 1968, the 
national forest lands shall be open to 
such forms of disposition as may by law 
be made of national forest lands. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-1920; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Public Land Order 4360] 
[Oregon 1572] 
OREGON 
Public Land Order; Correction 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
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Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 FR. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 4305 of 
October 31, 1967, reserving lands in 
sec. 25, T. 14 S., R. 7 W., Willamette 
Meridian for protection of public recrea- 
tion values, so far as it described the 
W12NE%4SW 4,NE4, is hereby corrected 
to read “W'2zNE%4.SW4NW,”. 

2. The lands are revested Oregon 
and California Railroad grant lands. 
At 10 am. on March 19, 1968, the 
W'ANE%48SW'%4NE™% shall be open to 
such forms of disposition as may by law 
be made of such lands. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1921; Filed, Feb. 
8:45 a.m.] 


15, 1968: 





[Public Land Order 4361] 
[Sacramento 1169] 


CALIFORNIA 
Opening of Land 


By virtue of the authority contained in 
section 24 of the act of June 10, 1920 (41 
Stat. 1075; 16 U.S.C. 818), as amended, 
and pursuant to the determination of the 
Federal Power Commission in DA-1066-— 
California, it is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
following described land in the Klamath 
National Forest, withdrawn in Powersite 
Classification No. 118 of October 1, 1925, 
shall at 10 a.m. on March 19, 1968, be 
open to such forms of disposition as may 
by law be made of national forest lands, 
subject to the provisions of section 24 of 
the Federal Power Act of June 10, 1920, 
supra. 

Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN 
T.46N.,R. 12 W., 
Sec. 11, Tract 54-B, part (7.38 acres) of 
former lot 15. 

The area described contains 7.38 acres 
in Siskiyou County. 

The State of California has waived 
the preference right afforded it under 
section 24 of the Federal Power Act of 
June 10, 1920, as amended May 28, 1948 
(62 Stat. 275; 16 U.S.C. 818). 

The land has been open to application 
and offers under the mineral leasing 
laws, and to location under the US. 
mining laws. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Sacramento, Calif. 

Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F-R. Doc, 68-1922; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 4362] 
[Oregon 1374] 


WASHINGTON 


Withdrawal! for National Forest Ad- 
ministrative Sites, Roadside Zones, 
and Recreation Areas 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 


1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described national forest lands 
are hereby withdrawn from appropria- 
tion under the mining laws (30 US.C., 
Ch. 2), but not from leasing under the 
mineral leasing laws, in aid of programs 
of the Department of Agriculture: 


COLVILLE NATIONAL FOREST 
WILLAMETIE MERIDIAN 


San Poil (Federal No. 19) Highway, Roadside 
Zone 


A strip of land 200 feet on each side of the 
centerline of Federal Highway No. 19 through 
the following legal subdivisions: 


T. 35 N., R. 32 E., 
Sec. 24, SEY4SE\%; 
Sec. 25, E1‘,E'%4. 
T.35 N., R. 33 E., 
Sec. 19, lot 4; 
Sec. 30, lot 1; 
Sec. 31, lot 4, and SEY4ZSW\%. 


Bodie Lookout Administrative Site 


T.38N., R. 32 E., 

Sec. 6, lot 4. Beginning at a point from 
which the fire lookout tower on Bodie 
Mountain bears west, 5 chains, thence 
south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; north, 
10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 5 
chains, to point of beginning. 


Republic-Kettle Falls (Federal No. 20) High- 
way, Roadside Zone 


A strip of land 200 feet on each side of the 
centerline of Federal Highway No. 20 through 
the following legal subdivisions: 


T. 36 N.,R.33 E., 
Sec. 25, NWY44NW4; 
Sec. 26, N12NE\%4, and NEYNW,. 


Quartz Lookout Administrative Site 


T.36N., R. 33 E., 

Sec. 34, SW44SW. Beginning at a point 
from which the fire lookout tower on 
Quartz Mountain bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Barnaby Butte Lookout Administrative Site 


T.35 N., R. 35 E., 

Sec. 7, (unsurveyed) ; 

Sec. 18, (unsurveyed). Beginning at a point 
from which the fire lookout tower on 
Barnaby Butte bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Kettle Range Observation Site 


T. 36 N.,R. 35 E., 
Sec. 19 (unsurveyed). Beginning at the 
junction where the existing observation 
site road leaves Federal Highway No. 20 
which is a point approximately 65 chains 

in an easterly direction from Sherman 
Creek Pass, thence west, 5 chains; north, 

6 chains; east, 20 chains; south, 6 chains; 
west, 15 chains, to point of beginning. 
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Twin Sisters Lookout Administrative Site 


T.37N.,R.35E., 

Sec. 10 (unsurveyed). Beginning at a 
point from which the fire lookout tower 
on Twin Sisters bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Marble Lookout Administrative Site 


T.39 N., R. 35E., 

Sec. 4 (unsurveyed). Beginning at a point 
from which the fire lookout tower on 
Marble Mountain bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Canyon Creek Recreation Area 


T.36N., RR. 36E., 
Sec. 35, S1,NEY4,NE\%, and SE%4,NE,. 


Davis Lake Recreation Area 


T.37N.,R.36E., 
Sec. 3, N144SEY4NW. 


First Thought Lookout Administrative Site 


T. 39 N., R. 37 E.,- 

Sec. 7, NEY%SW'Y,. Beginning at a point 
from which the fire lookout tower on 
First Thought Mountain bears west, 5 
chains, thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 
chains; north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; 
south, 5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Dominion Lookout Administrative Site and 
Picnic Area 


T. 36 N., R. 40 E., 

Sec. 34, NE. Beginning at a point from 
which the fire lookout tower on Domin- 
ion Mountain bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 20 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
15 chains, to point of beginning. 


Chewelah Lookout Administrative Site 


T. 32 N., R. 41 E., 

Sec. 12, N1ZSE\. Beginning at a point from 
which the fire lookout tower on Chewe. 
lah Mountain bears west, 5 chains, thence 
south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; north, 
10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 5 
chains, to point of beginning. 


Frater Lake Recreation Area 


T. 36 N., R. 42 E., 
Sec. 3, lots 1 and 2. 


Huckleberry Lookout Administrative Site 


T. 38 'N., R. 42 E., 

Sec. 29, W%SW,; 

Sec. 30, E14SE\¥,. Beginning at a point from 
which the fire lookout tower on Huckle- 
berry Mountain bears west, 5 chains, 
thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 chains; 
north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; south, 
5 chains, to point of beginning. 


Crescent Lake Recreation Area 
T. 40 N., R. 43 E., 
Sec. 12, EYNEYNEYSW, 


and W% 
NWY%4NWY,SE. 


LeClere Creek Recreation Area 
T. 36 N., R. 44 E., 

Sec. 19, E44,W'1,SW'Y4,NE\%, and E4SWy% 
NE. 

Salmo Lookout Administrative Site 
T.40N.,R.45E., 

Sec. 16, SYZNE%, and N1,SE4. Beginning 
at a point from which the fire lookout 
tower on Salmo Mountain bears west, 5 
chains, thence south, 5 chains; west, 10 
chains; north, 10 chains; east, 10 chains; 
south, 5 chains, to point of beginning. 
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The areas described aggregate 485.85 
acres in Ferry, Pend Oreille, and Stevens 
Counties. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of the 
national forest lands under lease, li- 
cense, or permit, or governing the dispos- 
al of their mineral or vegetative resources 
other than under the mining laws. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1923; Filed, Feb. 
8:46 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


[Public Land Order 4363] 
[Wyoming 7564] 


WYOMING 


Partial Revocation of Executive 
Order 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by section 1 of the act of 
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 
141), and otherwise, and pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10355 of May 26, 
1952 (17 F.R. 4831), it is ordered as fol- 
lows: 

1. Executive Order No. 5327 of April 
15, 1930, withdrawing oil shale deposits 
and lands containing such deposits, is 
hereby revoked so far as it affects the 
following described lands except for the 
oil shale deposits therein: 


SrxtTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 


T.19N., R. 109 W., 

Sec. 30, SE4NE4,SE%, E144SW%4,NEY4SE\4, 
EYEYSWYSE%, ELWYEYSWYSE, 
SE4SE\. 

The areas described aggregate 70 acres 

in Sweetwater County. 

2. The lands are hereby classified for 
sale under the act of September 19, 1964 
(78 Stat. 988; 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), sub- 
ject to the regulations in 43 CFR 2243.2. 
However, the lands will not be sold unless 
and until local authorities have enacted 
zoning legislation sufficient to meet the 
requirements of the law and applicable 
regulations. 

3. Any disposal of the lands or any 
part thereof shall reserve to the United 
States, its grantees or lessees, a right of 
access over and across the lands for pur- 
poses of mineral development. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1924; Filed, Feb. 
8:46 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


[Public Land Order 4364] 
[Riverside 06908] 
CALIFORNIA 
Withdrawal in Aid of Proposed 
Legislation 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
4 of the act of March 3, 1927 (44 Stat. 


1347; 25 U.S.C. 398d), it is ordered as 
follows: 


Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands which 
are under the jurisdiction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, are hereby tem- 
porarily withdrawn from all forms of ap- 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws (30 U.S.C., 
ch. 2), and from leasing under the min- 
eral leasing laws, in aid of legislation to 
add such lands to the Rincon Indian 
Reservation: 


SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN 


T.10S.,R.1W., 
Sec. 28, E44SW14, and SE; 
Sec. 33, N14NE\. 


The areas described aggregate 320 
acres in San Diego County. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1925; Filed, Feb. 
8:46 a.m.] 


15, 1968; 


[Public Land Order 4365] 
[Wyoming 0313690] 


WYOMING 
Public Land Order; Correction 


In paragraphs numbered two and 
three of Public Land Order No. 4327 of 
November 27, 1967 (32 F.R. 16531-2), the 
date “May 29, 1967” is corrected to read 
“May 29, 1968”. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1926; Filed, Feb. 15, 
8:46 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Public Land Order 4366] 
[Oregon 05641] 


OREGON 


Addition to Deer Flat National 
Wildlife Refuge 


By virtue of the authority vested 
in the President and pursuant to Execu- 
tive Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 
F.R. 4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap- 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws (30 U.S.C., ch. 
2), but not from leasing under the min- 
eral leasing laws, and reserved as an 
addition to the Deer Flat National Wild- 
life Refuge: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
T.215S.,R.47E., 


Sec. 6, lot 6; 
Sec. 7, lot 6. 


The area described aggregates 2.91 
acres. 

2. Grazing of domestic livestock on 
the lands shall be in accordance with 
provisions of the Taylor Grazing Act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269; 43 U.S.C. 
315), as amended, and the regulations in 


16, 1968 





43 CFR, but shall be subordinate to the 
use of the lands for wildlife purposes. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1927; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 45 —TRANSPORTATION 


Chapter I—Department of 
Transportation 


PART 239—STANDARD TIME ZONE 
INVESTIGATION 


[OST Docket No. 9, Amdt. 3] 


NEW STANDARD TIME ZONE BOUND- 
ARIES GOVERNING STATES OF 
ALASKA AND HAWAII 


Establishment 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 239 (formerly Part 139) of Title 49 
of the Code of Federal Regulations is to 
establish three new U.S. standard time 
zones to be known as the Yukon standard 
time zone, the Alaska-Hawaii standard 
time zone, and the Bering standard time 
zone. The first new zone, the Yukon 
zone, includes all U.S. territory between 
137° W. longitude and 141° W. longitude. 
The second new zone, the Alaska-Hawail 
zone, includes all U.S. territory between 
141° W. longitude and 157°30’ W. longi- 
tude and the entire State of Hawaii. The 
third new zone, the Bering zone, includes 
all U.S. territory between 157°30’ W. 
longitude and 172°30’ W. longitude and 
all of the Aleutian Islands. The Bering 
zone does not include any of the State 
of Hawaii. 

This amendment is based on a notice 
of proposed rule making issued by the 
General Counsel of the Department of 
Transportation and published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 9, 1967 (32 
F.R. 11479), and a revised notice of pro- 
posed rule making issued by the General 
Counsel and published in the FPrepEraL 
REGISTER On November 30, 1967 (32 F.R, 
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16439). Both proposals were made under 
the authority of section 4(a) of the Uni- 
form Time Act of 1966, which established 
the new zones based on the one hundred 
and thirty-fifth, one hundred and 
fiftieth, and the one hundred and sixty- 
fifth degrees of longitude west from 
Greenwich, respectively. 

In its notice of August 9, 1967, the 
Department proposed that all US. ter- 
ritory between 127°30’ W. longitude and 
141° W. longitude be included within 
the new Yukon standard time zone; that 
all territory between 141° W. longitude 
and 157°30’ W. longitude be included 
within the new Alaska-Hawaii standard 
time zone; and that all territory between 
157°30’ W. longitude and 172°30’ W. 
longitude be included within the new 
Bering standard time zone. In the notice 
of November 30, 1967, the original pro- 
posal was revised with regard to the 
Yukon zone. It proposed instead that the 
Yukon zone include all territory be- 
tween 137° W. longitude and 141° W. 
longitude and also proposed that the 
portion of Alaska lying east of 137° W. 
longitude be placed in the U.S. Pacific 
standard time zone. The revised proposal 
was based on the receipt of a consider- 
able number of communications oppos- 
ing the original proposal from citizens, 
civic groups, and chambers of commerce 
in the affected area. 

Thus, interested persons have been 
afforded two opportunities to participate 
in the making of this amendment and 
due consideration has been given to all 
matters presented. Comments received 
were generally in agreement with the 
proposal, as revised. The Department of 
Transportation has determined that the 
new time zones will allow the citizens of 
Alaska and Hawaii to continue the ob- 
servation of historical time zone 
patterns, and will be in accord with 
the commercial needs of the citizens 
involved. 

This amendment will not affect the 
right of Alaska and Hawaii to exempt 
themselves from advanced time from the 
last Sunday in April to the last Sunday 
in October. Any state “* * * may by 
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law exempt itself from the provisions of 
the [Uniform Time Act] providing for 
the advancement of time * * *” (15 
U.S.C. 260(a)). 

In consideration of the foregoing Part 
239 of Title 49, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, is amended effective March 18, 
1968, as follows: 

(1) By adding the following new sec- 
tions after § 239.8: 


§ 239.9 Yukon zone. 


The sixth standard time zone, the Yu- 
kon time zone, includes all territory of 
the United States between 137° W. longi- 
tude and 141° W. longitude. 


§ 239.10 Alaska-Hawaii zone. 


The seventh standard time zone, the 
Alaska-Hawaii time zone, includes all 
territory of the United States between 
141° W. longitude and 157°30’ W. longi- 
tude, and the entire State of Hawaii. 


§ 239.11 Bering zone. 


The eighth standard time zone, the 
Bearing time zone, includes all territory 
of the United States between 157°30’ W. 
longitude and 172°30’ W. longitude, and 
all of the Aleutian Islands which lie west 
of 172°30’ W. longitude, but does not in- 
clude any part of the State of Hawaii. 

(2) By amending § 239.8 to read as 
follows: 


§ 239.8 Pacific zone. 


The fourth zone, designated as the U.S. 
standard Pacific time zone, shall include 
that portion of the United States lying 
west of the third zone, as described in 
§ § 239.6, 239.7 and east of the line de- 
scribed in § 239.9, with the exceptions 
and inclusions enumerated therein. 
(Act of Mar. 19, 1918, ch. 24, as amended by 
Uniform Time Act of 1966; 15 U.S.C. 260-267, 


sec. 6(e) (5), Department of Transportation 
Act; 80 Stat. 939, 49 U.S.C. 1655) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru- 
ary 12, 1968. 
Atan S. Boyp, 
Secretary of Transportation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1944; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Internal Revenue Service 
[26 CFR Parts 1, 31] 
FILING WITH SERVICE CENTERS 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Notice is hereby given that the regu- 
lations set forth in tentative form in the 
attached appendix are proposed to be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his delegate. 
Prior to the final adoption of such regu- 
lations, consideration will be given to 
any comments or suggestions pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing, 
in duplicate, to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, Attention: CC:LR:T, 
Washington, D.C. 20224, and which are 
received prior to March 4, 1968. Any 
comments or suggestions not specifically 
designated as confidential in accordance 
with 26 CFR 601.601(b) may be inspected 
by any person upon written request. The 
proposed regulations are to be issued 
under the authority contained in section 
7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805). 


[SEAL] SHELDON S. COHEN, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


In order to revise the rules for the 
filing of certain returns and other docu- 
ments with service centers, and to con- 
form the Income Tax Regulations (26 
CFR Part 1) to the amendments made 
by section 1 of the Act of November 2, 
1966 (Public Law 89-713, 80 Stat. 1107), 
the following regulations (26 CFR Parts 
1, 31, and 301) are amended as set forth 
below. However, the amendments to such 
regulations do not make all of the 
changes necessitated by section 1 of the 
Act of November 2, 1966 (Public Law 
89-713), nor do such amendments reflect 
the amendments made by section 2 of 
the Act of November 2, 1966 (Public Law 
89-721, 80 Stat. 1150) or by section 2(b) 
of the Act of December 27, 1967 (Public 
Law 90-225, 81 Stat. 731). The amend- 
ments to the regulations made necessary 
by such Acts will be issued in the future. 

PARAGRAPH 1. Paragraphs (c) and (d) 
of § 1.6073-1 are amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.6073—1 Time and place for filing 
declarations of estimated tax by in- 
dividuals. 
> 7 ” * = 

(c) Place for filing declaration. The 
declaration of estimated tax shall be 
filed at the place prescribed by the in- 
structions applicable to such declaration. 

For example, if the instructions appli- 

cable to a declaration provide that the 


declaration of a taxpayer located in 
North Carolina be filed with the Director, 
Internal Revenue Service Center, Cham- 
blee, Ga., such declaration shall be filed 
with the service center. 

(d) Amendment of declaration. An 
amended declaration of estimated tax 
may be filed during any interval between 
installment dates prescribed for the tax- 
able year. However, no amended declara- 
tion may be filed until after the install- 
ment date on or before which the 
original declaration was filed and only 
one amended declaration may be filed 
during each interval between installment 
dates. An amended declaration shall be 
filed with the internal revenue officer 
with whom the original declaration was 
filed. 

Par. 2. Paragraph (a) of § 1.6073-4 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6073-4 Extension of time for filing 
declarations by individuals. 


(a) In general. District directors and 
directors of service centers are author- 
ized to grant a reasonable extension of 
time for filing a declaration or an 
amended declaration. An application for 
an extension of time for filing such a 
declaration shall be addressed to the in- 
ternal revenue officer with whom the 
taxpayer is required to file his declara- 
tion, and must contain a full recital of 
the causes for the delay. Except in the 
case of taxpayers who are abroad, no 
extension for filing declarations may be 
granted for more than 6 months. 


2 * * * * 


Par. 3. Paragraphs (c) and (d) of 
§ 1.6074-1 are amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.6074—-1 Time and place for filing 
declarations of estimated income tax 
by corporations. 


* * ” * * 


(c) Place for filing declaration. The 
declaration of estimated tax shall be 
filed at the place prescribed by the in- 
structions applicable to such declaration. 
For example, if the instructions applica- 
ble to a declaration provide that the dec- 
laration of a corporation located in 
North Carolina be filed with the Direc- 
tor, Internal Revenue Service Center, 
Chamblee, Ga., such declaration shall be 
filed with the service center. 

(d) Amendment of declaration—(1) 
Taxable years beginning on or before 
December 31, 1963. A declaration of esti- 
mated tax for a taxable year beginning 
on or before December 31, 1963, which is 
filed by a corporation prior to the 15th 
day of the 12th month of the taxable 
year may be amended in the manner 
prescribed in § 1.6016-3, at any time on 
or before such 15th day. An amended 
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declaration shall be filed with the inter- 
nal revenue officer with whom the 
original declaration was filed. 

(2) Taxable years beginning after 
December 31, 1963. In any case where a 
declaration of estimated tax for a tax- 
able year beginning after December 31, 
1963, has been filed, an amended decla- 
ration of estimated tax may be filed dur- 
ing any interval between installment 
dates prescribed for the taxable year. 
However, no amended declaration may 
be filed until after the installment date 
on or before which the original declara- 
tion was filed and only one amended 
declaration may be filed during each in- 
terval between installment dates. See 
§ 1.6016-3 for the manner of making an 
amended declaration. An amended dec- 
laration shall_be filed with the internal 
revenue officer with whom the original 
declaration was filed. 

Par. 4. Paragraph (a) of § 1.6074-3 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6074—3 Extension of time for filing 
declarations by corporations. 


(a) In general. District directors and 
directors of service centers are author- 
ized to grant a reasonable extension of 
time for filing a declaration or an 
amended declaration. An application by 
a corporation for an extension of time 
for filing such a declaration shall be ad- 
dressed to the internal revenue officer 
with whom the corporation is required 
to file its declaration, and must contain 
a full recital of the causes for the delay. 


* * > 7 . 


Par. 5. Paragraph (a) of § 1.6081-1 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6081-1 


returns. 


(a) In general. District directors, in- 
cluding the Director of International 
Operations, and directors of service cen- 
ters are authorized to grant a reasonable 
extension of time for filing any return, 
declaration, statement, or other docu- 
ment which relates to any tax imposed 
by subtitle A of the Code and which is 
required under the provisions of sub- 
title A or F of the Code or the regulations 
thereunder. However, except in the case 
of taxpayers who are abroad, such ex- 
tensions of time shall not be granted for 
more than 6 months. Except in the case 
of declarations of estimated income tax, 
an extension of time for filing an income 
tax return does not operate to extend 
the time for the payment of the tax, or 
any installment thereof, unless so speci- 
fied in the extension. For extension of 
time for filing declarations of estimated 
tax, see §§ 1.6073-4 and 1.6074-3. For 
extension of time for paying tax, see 
§ 1.6161-1, 


Extension of time for filing 
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Par. 6. Paragraph (c) of § 1.6081-3 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6081-—3 Automatic extension of time 
for filing corporation income tax 
returns. 

+ . . * * 


(c) Termination of automatic exten- 
sion. The district director, including the 
Director of International Operations, or 
the director of a service center may, in 
his discretion, terminate at any time an 
automatic extension by mailing to the 
corporation (parent corporation in the 
case of an affiliated group), or the person 
who requested such extension for the 
corporation, a notice of termination. The 
notice shall be mailed at least 10 days 
prior to the termination date designated 
in such notice. The notice of termination 
shall be sufficient for all purposes when 
mailed to the corporation at its address 
shown on Form 7004 or to the person who 
requested such extension for the corpora- 
tion at his last known address or last 
known place of business, even if such 
corporation has terminated its exist- 
ence, or such person is deceased or is 
under a legal disability. 

Par. 7. Section 1.6091 is amended by 
revising section 6091(b) and adding a 
historical note to read as follows: 


§ 1.6091 Statutory provisions; place for 
filing returns or other documents. 


Sec. 6091. Place for filing returns or other 
documents—* * * 

(b) Taz returns. In the case of returns of 
tax required under authority of part II of 
this subchapter— 

(1) Persons other than corporations—(A) 
General rule. Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (B), a return (other than a corpora- 
tion return) shall be made to the Secretary 
or his delegate— 

(i) In the internal revenue district in 
which is located the legal residence or prin- 
cipal place of business of the person making 
the return, or 

(li) At a service center serving the in~ 
ternal revenue district referred to in clause 
(i), 


as the Secretary or his delegate may by regu- 
lations designate. 

(B) Exception. Returns of— 

(i) Persons who have no legal residence 
or principal place of business in any internal 
revenue district, 

(ii) Citizens of the United States whose 
principal place of abode for the period with 
respect to which the return is filed is outside 
the United States, 

(iii) Persons who claim the benefits of sec- 
tion 911 (relating to earned income from 
sources without the United States), section 
931 (relating to income from sources within 
possessions of the United States), or section 
933 (relating to income from sources within 
Puerto Rico), and 

(iv) Nonresident alien persons, 


shall be made at such place as the Secre- 
tary or his delegate may by regulations desig- 
nate. 

(2) Corporations—(A) General rule. Ex- 
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), a re- 
turn of a corporation shall be made to the 
Secretary or his delegate— 

(i) In the internal revenue district in 
which is located the principal place of busi- 
ness or principal office or agency of the cor- 
poration, or 

(ii) At a service center serving the in- 
ternal revenue district referred to in clause 
(i), 
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as the Secretary or his delegate may by regu- 
lations designate. 

(B) Exception. Returns of— 

(i) Corporations which have no principal 
place of business or principal office or agency 
in any internal revenue district, 

(ii) Corporations which claim the benefits 
of section 922 (relating to special deduction 
for Western Hemisphere trade corporations), 
section 931 (relating to income from sources 
within possessions of the United States), or 
section 941 (relating to the special deduc- 
tion for China Trade Act corporations), and 

(ili) Foreign corporations, 


shall be made at such place as the Secre- 
tary or his delegate may by regulations desig- 
nate. 

* * > 7: * 

(4) Hand-carried returns. Notwithstand- 
ing paragraph (1) or (2), a return to which 
paragraph (1)(A) or (2)(A) would apply, 
but for this paragraph, which is made to the 
Secretary or his delegate by hand carrying 
shall, under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary or his delegate, be made in the in- 
ternal revenue district referred to in para- 
graph (1)(A)(i) or (2) (A) (i), as the case 
may be. 

(5) Exceptional cases. Notwithstanding 
paragraph (1), (2), * * * or (4) of this sub- 
section, the Secretary or his delegate may 
permit a return to be filed in any internal 
revenue district, and may require the return 
of any officer or employee of the Treasury 
Department to be filed in any internal rev- 
enue district selected by the Secretary or his 
delegate. 


[Sec. 6091 as amended by sec. 1(a), Act of 


Nov. 2, 1966 (Public Law 89-713, 80 Stat. 
1107) ] 


Par. 8. Section 1.6091-2 is amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.6091-2 Place for filing income tax 
returns. 


Except as provided in $ 1.6091-3 (re- 
lating to income tax returns required to 
be filed with the Director of International 
Operations) and § 1.6091-4 (relating to 
exceptional cases) — 

(a) Individuals, estates, and trusts. 
(1) Except as provided in paragraph (c) 
of this section, income tax returns of in- 
dividuals, estates, and trusts shall be filed 
with the district director for the internal 
revenue district in which is located the 
legal residence or principal place of busi- 
ness of the person required to make the 
return, or, if such person has no legal 
residence or principal place of business 
in any internal revenue district, with the 
District Director at Baltimore, Md. 
21202. 

(2) An individual employed on a sal- 
ary or commission basis who is not also 
engaged in conducting a commercial or 
professional enterprise for profit on his 
own account does not have a “principal 
place of business” within the meaning of 
this section. 

(b) Corporations. Except as provided 
in paragraph (c) of this section, income 
tax returns of corporations shall be filed 
with the district director for the internal 
revenue district in which is located the 
principal place of business or principal 
office or agency of the corporation. 

(c) Returns filed with service centers. 
Notwithstanding paragraphs (a) and 
(b) of this section, whenever instructions 
applicable to income tax returns provide 
that the returns be filed with a service 
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center, the returns must be so filed in 
accordance with the instructions. 

(d) Hand-carried returns. Notwith- 
standing paragraphs (1) and (2) of sec- 
tion 6091(b) and paragraph (c) of this 
section— 

(1) Persons other than corporations. 
Returns of persons other than corpora- 
tions which are filed by hand carrying 
shall be filed with the district director 
as provided in paragraph (a) of this sec- 
tion. 

(2) Corporations. Returns of corpora- 
tions which are filed by hand carrying 
shall be filed with the district director as 
provided in paragraph (b) of this sec- 
tion. 

(e) Amended returns. In the case of 
amended returns filed after April 14, 
1968, except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section— 

(1) Persons other than corporations. 
Amended returns of persons other than 
corporations shall be filed with the serv- 
ice center serving the internal revenue 
district referred to in paragraph (a) of 
this section. 

(2) Corporations. Amended returns of 
corporations shall be filed with the serv- 
ice center serving the internal revenue 
district referred to in paragraph (b) of 
this section. 

Par. 9. Section 1.6091-3 is amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.6091-3 Income tax returns required 
to be filed with Director of Interna- 
tional Operations. 


The following income tax returns shall 
be filed with the Director of Internation- 
al Operations, Internal Revenue Service, 
Washington, D.C. 20225, or at such other 
address as is designated on the return 
form or in the instructions issued with 
respect to such form: 

*(a) Income tax returns on which all, 
or a portion, of the tax is to be paid in 
foreign currency. See §§ 301:6316-1 to 
301.6316-6 inclusive, and §§ 301.6316-8 
and 301.6316-9 of this chapter (Regula- 
tions on Procedure and Administration). 

(b) Income tax returns of an individ- 
ual citizen of the United States whose 
principal place of abode for the period 
with respect to which the return is filed 
is outside the United States. 

(c) Income tax returns of an individ- 
ual citizen of a possession of the United 
States (whether or not a citizen of the 
United States) who has no legal resi- 
dence or principal place of business in 
any internal revenue district in the 
United States. 

(d) Except in the case of any depart- 
ing alien return under section 6851 and 
§ 1.6851-2, the income tax return of any 
nonresident alien. 

(e) The income tax return of an es- 
tate or trust the fiduciary of which is 
outside the United States and has no 
legal residence or principal place of busi- 
ness in any internal revenue district in 
the United States. 

(f) Income tax returns of foreign 
corporations. 

(g) The return by a withholding agent 
of the income tax required to be with- 
held at source under chapter 3 of the 
Code on nonresident aliens and foreign 
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corporations and tax-free covenant 
bonds, as provided in § 1.1461-2. 

(h) Income tax returns of persons who 
claim the benefits of. section 911 (relat- 
ing to earned income from sources with- 
out the United States). 

(i) Income tax returns of corporations 
which claim the benefits of section 922 
(relating to speciai deduction for West- 
ern Hemisphere trade corporations). 

(j) Income tax returns of persons who 
claim the benefits of section 931 (relating 
to income from sources within posses- 
sions of the United States) . 

(k) Income tax returns of persons who 
claim the benefits of section 933 (relating 
to income from sources within Puerto 
Rico). 

(1) Income tax returns of corporations 
which claim the benefits of section 941 
(relating to the special deduction for 
China Trade Act corporations). 

Par. 10. Section 1.6151 is amended by 
revising section 6151(a) and adding a 
historical note to read as follows: 


§ 1.6151 Statutory provisions; time and 
place for paying tax shown on 
returns. 

Sec. 6151. Time and place for paying taz 
shown on returns—(a) General rule. Except 
as otherwise provided in this section, when 
a return of tax is required under this title 
or regulations, the person required to make 
such return shall, without assessment or 
notice and demand from the Secretary or 
his delegate, pay such tax to the internal 
revenue Officer with whom the return is filed, 
and shall pay such tax at the time and place 
fixed for filing the return (determined with- 
out regard to any extension of time for 
filing the return). 

* = a ” * 
[Sec. 6151 as amended by sec. 1(b), Act of 
Nov. 2, 1966 (Public Law 89-713, 80 Stat. 
1108) } 


Par. 11. Paragraph (a) of § 1.6151-1 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6151-1 Time and place for paying 
tax shown on returns. 


(a) In general. Except as provided in 
section 6152 and paragraph (b) of this 
section, the tax shown on any income tax 
return shall, without assessment or notice 
and demand, be paid to the internal 
revenue Officer with whom the return is 
filed at the time fixed for filing the 
return (determined without regard to 
any extension of time for filing the 
return). For provisions relating to the 
time for filing income tax returns, see 
section 6072 and §§ 1.6072-1 to 1.6072-4, 
inclusive. For provisions relating to the 
place for filing income tax returns, see 
section 6091 and §§ 1.6091-1 to 1.6091-4, 
inclusive. 


= + 2 = . 
Par. 12. Section 1.6153-4 is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 1.6153-4 Extension of time for pay- 
ing the estimated tax. 

An extension of time granted an indi- 
vidual under section 6081 for filing the 
declaration of estimated tax automatic- 
ally extends the time for paying the 
estimated tax (without interest) for the 
same period. See § 1.6073-4 for rules 
relating to extensions of time for filing 
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declarations of estimated tax by indi- 
viduals. An application for an extension 
of time for paying a particular install- 
ment of the estimated tax shall be 
addressed to the internal revenue officer 
with whom the taxpayer files his 
declaration, and must contain a full 
recital of the causes for the delay. Such 
extension may be for a reasonable period 
not to exceed 6 months from the date 
fixed for payment thereof except in the 
case of a taxpayer who is abroad. Such 
extension does not relieve the taxpayer 
from the addition to the tax imposed by 
section 6654, and the period of the 
underpayment will be determined under 
section 6654(c) without regard to such 
extension. 

Par. 13. Section 1.6154-3 is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 1.6154-3 Extension of time for pay- 
ing estimated tax. 


An extension of time granted a cor- 
poration under section 6081 for filing the 
declaration of estimated tax automati- 
cally extends the time for paying the 
estimated tax (without interest) for the 
same period. See § 1.6074-3 for rules 
relating to extensions of time for filing 
declarations of estimated tax by corpora- 
tions. An application for an extension 
of time for paying an installment of the 
estimated tax shall be addressed to the 
internal revenue officer with whom the 
taxpayer files its declaration, and must 
contain a full recital of the causes for 
the delay. Any such extension will not 
relieve the taxpayer from the addition 
to the tax imposed by section 6655, and 
the period of the underpayment will be 
determined under section 6655(c) with- 
out regard to such extension. 

Par. 14. Paragraph (c) of § 1.6161-1 is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1.6161-1 Extension of time for pay- 
ing tax or deficiency. 


* * os + + 


(c) Application for extension. An ap- 
plication for an extension of the time 
for payment of the tax shown or required 
to be shown on any return, or for the 
payment of any installment thereof, or 
for the payment of any amount deter- 
mined as a deficiency shall be made on 
Form 1127 and shall be accompanied by 
evidence showing the undue hardship 
that would result to the taxpayer if the 
extension were refused. Such applica- 
tion shall also be accompanied by a 
statement of the assets and liabilities of 
the taxpayer and an itemized statement 
showing all receipts and disbursements 
for each of the 3 months immediately 
preceding the due date of the amount to 
which the application relates. The ap- 
plication, with supporting documents, 
must be filed on or before the date 
prescribed for payment of the amount 
with respect to which the extension is 
desired. If the tax is required to be paid 
to the Director of International Opera- 
tions, such application must be filed with 
him, otherwise, the application must be 
filed with the applicable district director 
referred to in paragraph (a) or (b) of 
§ 1.6091-2, regardless of whether the 
return is to be filed with, or tax is to be 
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paid to, such district director. The 
application will be examined, and within 
30 days, if possible, will be denied, 
granted, or tentatively granted subject 
to certain conditions of which the tax- 
payer will be notified. If an additional 
extension is desired, the request therefor 
must be made on or before the expira- 
tion of the period for which the prior 
extension is granted. 


o * * + * 


Par. 15. Paragraphs (b)(2) and (c) 
of‘ § 1.6411-1 are amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.6411-1 Tentative carryback adjust- 
ments. 
* * - * = 


(b) Contents of applications. * * * 

(2) An application for a tentative 
carryback adjustment does not consti- 
tute a claim for credit or refund. If such 
application is disallowed by the district 
director or director of a service center 
in whole or in part, no suit may be main- 
tained in any court for the recovery of 
any tax based on such application. The 
filing of an application for a tentative 
carryback adjustment will not constitute 
the filing of a claim for credit or refund 
within the meaning of section 6511 for 
purposes of determining whether a claim 
for credit or refund was filed prior to 
the expiration of the applicable period of 
limitation. The taxpayer, however, may 
file a claim for credit or refund under 
section 6402 at any time prior to the ex- 
piration of the applicable period of 
limitation, and may maintain a suit 
based on such claim if it is disallowed or 
if the district director or director of a 
service center does not act on the claim 
within 6 months from the date it is filed. 
Such claim may be filed before, simul- 
taneously with, or after the filing of the 
application for a tentative carryback ad- 
justment. A claim for credit or refund 
under section 6402 filed after the filing 
of an application for a tentative carry- 
back adjustment is not to be considered 
an amendment of such application. Such 
claim, however, in proper cases may 
constitute an amendment to a prior 
claim filed under section 6402. 

(c) Time and place for filing appli- 
cation. The application for a tentative 
carryback adjustment shall be filed on or 
after the date of the filing of the return 
for the taxable year of the net operating 
loss and shall be filed within a period of 
twelve months from the end of such tax- 
able year. Any application filed prior to 
the date the return for the taxable year 
of the loss is filed shall be considered to 
have been filed on the date such return 
is filed. In the case of an application filed 
before April 15, 1968, the application 
shall be filed with the internal revenue 
officer to whom the tax was paid or the 
assessment was made. In the case of an 
application filed after April 14, 1968, if 
the tax was paid to the Director of Inter- 
national Operations, the application 
shall be filed with him, otherwise the 
application shall be filed with the serv- 
ice center serving the internal revenue 
district in which the tax was paid. 

Par. 16. Section 1.6411-3 is amended to 
read as follows: 














§ 1.6411-3 Allowance of adjustments. 


(a) Time prescribed. The district di- 
rector or director of a service center 
(either of whom are sometimes herein- 
after referred to in this section as in- 
ternal revenue officer) shall act upon any 
application for a tentative carryback 
adjustment filed under section 6411(a) 
within a period of 90 days from which- 
ever of the following two dates is the 
later: 

(1) The date the application is filed; 
or 

(2) The last day of the month in 
which falls the last date prescribed by 
law (including any extension of time 
granted the taxpayer) for filing the re- 
turn for the taxable year of the net op- 
erating loss from which the carryback 
results. 

(b) Examination. Within the 90-day 
period described in paragraph (a) of this 
section, the district director or director 
of a service center shall make, to the 
extent he deems practicable in such pe- 
riod, an examination of the application to 
discover omissions and errors of compu- 
tation. He shall determine within such 
period the decrease in tax previously de- 
termined, affected by the carryback or 
any related adjustments, upon the basis 
of the application and such examination. 
Such decrease shall be determined in the 
same manner as that provided in section 
1314(a) for the determination by the 
taxpayer of the decrease in taxes pre- 
viously determined which must be set 
forth in the application for a tentative 
carryback adjustment. Such internal rev- 
enue officer, however, may correct any 
errors of computation or omissions he 
may discover upon examination of the 
application. In determining the decrease 
in tax previously determined which is 
affected by the carryback or any related 
adjustment, he accordingly may correct 
any mathematical error appearing on the 
application and he may likewise correct 
any modification required by the law 
and incorrectly made by the taxpayer in 
computing its net operating loss, the re- 
sulting carrybacks, or its net operating 
loss deduction. If the required modifica- 
tion has not been made by the taxpayer 
and such internal revenue officer has 
available the necessary information to 
make such modification within the 90- 
day period, he may, in his discretion, 
make such modification. In determining 
such decrease, however, such internal 
revenue officer will not, for example, 
change the amount claimed on the re- 
turn as a deduction for depreciation be- 
cause he believes that the taxpayer has 
claimed an excessive amount; likewise, 
he will not include in gross income any 
amount not so included by the taxpayer, 
even though such officer believes that 
such amount is subject to tax and prop- 
erly should be included in gross income. 

(c) Disallowance in whole or in part. 
If the district director or director of a 
service center finds that an application 
for a tentative carryback adjustment 
contains material omissions or errors of 
computation, he may disallow such ap- 
plication in whole or in part without 
further action. If, however, he deems 
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that any error of computation can be 
corrected by him within the 90-day 
period, he may do so and allow the ap- 
plication in whole or in part. Such in- 
ternal revenue officer’s determination as 
to whether he can correct any error of 
computation within the 90-day period 
shall be conclusive. Similarly, his action 
in disallowing, in whole or in part, any 
application for a tentative carryback ad- 
justment shall be final and may not be 
challenged in any proceeding. The tax- 
payer in such case, however, may file a 
claim for credit or refund under section 
6402, and may maintain a suit based 
on such claim if it is disallowed or if 
such internal revenue officer does not 
act upon the claim within 6 months 
from the date it is filed. 

(d) Application of decrease. (1) Each 
decrease determined by the district di- 
rector or director of a service center in 
any previously determined tax which is 
affected by the carryback or any related 
adjustments shall first be applied 
against any unpaid amount of the tax 
with respect to which such decrease was 
determined. Such unpaid amount of tax 
may include one or more of the 
following: 

(i) An amount with respect to which 
the taxpayer is delinquent; 

(ii) An amount the time for payment 
of which has been extended under sec- 
tion 6164 and which is due and payable 
on or after the date of the allowance 
of the decrease; and 

(iii) An amount (including an amount 
the time for payment of which has been: 
extended under section 6162, but not in- 
cluding an amount the time for payment 
of which has been extended under sec- 
tion 6164) which is due and payable on 
or after the date of the allowance of 
the decrease. 

(2) In case the unpaid amount of tax 
includes more than one of such amounts, 
the district director, or director of a 
service center, in his discretion, shall 
determine against which amount or 
amounts, and in what proportion, the 
decrease is to be applied. In general, how- 
ever, the decrease will be applied against 
any amounts described in subparagraph 
(1) @), Gi), and (iii) of this paragraph 
in the order named. If there are several 
amounts of the type described in sub- 
paragraph (1) (iii) of this paragraph, 
any amount of the decrease which is to be 
applied against such amounts will be ap- 
plied by assuming that the tax previ- 
ously determined minus the amount of 
the decrease to be so applied is “the tax” 
and that the taxpayer had elected to pay 
such tax in installments. The unpaid 
amount of tax against which a decrease 
may be applied under subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph may not include any 
amount of tax for any taxable year other 
than the year of the decrease. After 
making such application, such internal 
revenue officer will credit any remainder 
of the decrease against any unsatisfied 
amount of any tax for the taxable year, 
immediately preceding the taxable year, 
of the net operating loss the time for; 
payment of which has been extended un- 
der section 6164. 
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(3) Any remainder of the decrease 
after such application and credits may, 
within the 90-day period, in the discre- 
tion of the district director or director of 
a service center, be credited against any 
tax or installment thereof then due from 
the taxpayer, and, if not so credited, shall 
be refunded to the taxpayer within such 
90-day period. 

Par. 17. Paragraphs (a)(2) and (b) 
of § 31.6081(a)-1 are amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 31.6081(a)-—1 Extensions of time for 
filing returns and other documents. 


(a) Federal Insurance Contributions 
Act; income tax withheld from wages; 
and Railroad Retirement Taz Act. * * * 

(2) Information returns of employers 
required to file monthly returns of tar 
under the Federal Insurance Contribu- 
tions Act. The district director or director 
of a service center may, upon application 
of the employer, grant an extension of 
time in which to file any information re- 
turn required under paragraph (b) (1) of 
§ 31.6011(a)-5. Such extension of time 
shall not extend beyond the last day of 
the calendar month in which occurs the 
due date prescribed in paragraph (a) (3) 
(i) of § 31.6071(a)—1 for filing the infor- 
mation return. Each application for an 
extension of time for filing an informa- 
tion return shall be made in writing, 
properly signed by the employer or his 
duly authorized agent; shall be addressed 
to the internal revenue officer with whom 
the employer will file the return; and 
shall contain a full recital of the reasons 
for requesting the extension, to aid the 
officer in determining the period of the 
extension, if any, which will be granted. 
Such a request in the form of a letter to 
such internal revenue officer will suffice 
as an application. The application shall 
be filed on or before the due date pre- 
scribed in paragraph (a) (3) (i) of § 31.- 
6071(a)-1 for filing the information 
return. 

(3) Information statements of em- 
ployers required to file returns of income 
tax withheld from wages. For good cause 
shown upon application by an employer, 
the district director or director of a serv- 
ice center may grant an extension of 
time not exceeding 30 days in which to 
file (i) the copies of Form W-2 pursu- 
ant to paragraph (b) (1) of § 31.6011(a)— 
4 or paragraph (b) (2) of $ 31.6011(a)-5, 
and (ii) Form W-3 pursuant to para- 
graph (b) (2) of § 31.6011(a)-4 or para- 
graph (b)(2) of § 31.6011(a)-5, or such 
other form as may be furnished pursuant 
to paragraph (b) (2) of § 31.6011(a)-5 for 
use in lieu of Form W-3. Each applica- 
tion for an extension of time under this 
subparagraph shall be made in writing, 
properly signed by the employer or his 
duly authorized agent; shall be ad- 
dressed to the internal revenue officer 
with whom the employer will file the 
Forms W-2 and Form W-3, or such other 
form as may be furnished for use in lieu 
thereof, and shall contain a full recital 
of the reasons for requesting the ex- 
tension, to aid such officer in determining 
the period of the extension, if any, which 
will be granted. Such a request in the 
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form of a letter to such internal revenue 
officer will suffice as an application. The 
application shall be filed on or before the 
date on which the employer is required 
to file the Forms W-2 and Form W-3, or 
such other form as may be furnished for 
use in lieu thereof, without regard to this 
subparagraph. 

(b) Federal Unemployment Taz Act. 
The district director or director of a serv- 
ice center may, upon application of the 
employer, grant a reasonable extensioh 
of time (not to exceed 90 days) in which 
to file any return required in respect of 
the Federal Unemployment Tax Act. Any 
application for an extension of time for 
filing the return shall be in writing, prop- 
erly signed by the employer or his duly 
authorized agent; shall be addressed to 
the internal revenue officer with whom 
the employer will file the return; and 
shall contain a full recital of the reasons 
for requesting the extension, to aid such 
officer in determining the period of the 
extension, if any, which will be granted. 
Such a request in the form of a letter 
to such internal revenue officer will suf- 
fice as an application. The application 
shall be filed on or before the due 
date prescribed in paragraph (c) of 
§ 31.6071(a)-1 for filing the return, or on 
or before the date prescribed for filing 
the return in any prior extension granted. 
An extension of time for filing a return 
does not operate to extend the time for 
payment of the tax or any part thereof. 


* 7 * * * 


Par. 18. Paragraph (a)(2) of § 301.- 
6402-2 is amended to read as follows: 


§ 301.6402-2 Claims 


refund. 


(a) Requirement that claim be 
—_<- = 

(2) In the case of a claim filed prior 
to April 15, 1968, the claim together with 
appropriate supporting evidence, must 
be filed in the office of the internal reve- 
nue officer to whom the tax was paid. 
In the case of a claim filed after April 14, 
1968, if the tax was paid to the Director 
of International Operations, the claim, 
together with appropriate supporting 
evidence, must be filed with him, other- 
wise, the claim with appropriate support- 
ing evidence must be filed with the serv- 
ice center serving the internal revenue 
district in which the tax was paid. As to 
interest in the case of credits or refunds, 
see section 6611. See section 7502 for 
provisions treating timely mailing as 
timely filing and section 7503 for time for 
filing claim when the last day falls on 
Saturday, Sunday, or legal holiday. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1947; Filed, Feb. 15, 

8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 160] 
ROSIN FOR NAVAL STORES 
Proposed Standards 


Notice is hereby given that the US. 
Department of Agriculture, under the 


for credit or 


1968; 
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authority contained in section 3 of the 
Naval Stores Act (42 Stat. 1435, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 91 et seq.), is con- 
sidering proposed amendments to the 
Official Naval Stores Standards of the 
United States. 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed amendment. Innovations 
adopted by the naval stores industry in 
recent years have produced rosin and 
derivative products lighter in color than 
present grade “X.” As a result, the in- 
dustry has requested standards by which 
the lighter colored products can be 
graded. 

Extensive investigations substantiated 
a need for three new color standards. 
Following considerable research and 
study, Committee D-17 on Naval Stores 
of the American Society for Testing and 
Materials developed specifications for 
the lighter colored grades. Physical 
standards were then carefully prepared 
according to these specifications. 

The three proposed standards divide 
the region from “X” color to colorless 
into four approximately equal color 
spaces and fall along an extension of the 
color locus of the present rosin grade 
series. These standards also agree with 
the color locus by both visual and instru- 
mental grading of the more highly re- 
fined grades of rosin currently being 
manufactured. 

A public hearing on the proposed 
standards will be held Friday, May 17, 
1968, at 10 a.m., in Room 2096, South 
Agriculture Building, Independence Ave- 
nue between 12th and 14th Streets SW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons who desire to sub- 
mit written data, views, or arguments in 
connection with this proposal should file 
the same, in duplicate, with the Hearing 
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 112, Administration Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than 
May 17, 1968, or with the presiding 
officer at the hearing. All written sub- 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec- 
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours (7 CFR 
1.27(b) ). 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. Section 160.13 would be amended 
by inserting grade designations “XC,” 
“XB,” and “XA” between the word 
“respectively:” and grade designation 
“—" 

2. Section 160.73 would be amended by 
changing the heading to read “Avail- 
ability of standards’, by designating the 
present provisions as paragraph (a) with 
the heading “Standards available on 
loan’, and by adding a new paragraph 
(b), to read as follows: 

(b) Standards available for purchase. 
Duplicate cubes for rosin standard grades 
XA, XB, and XC are not available from 
the Department but may be obtained 
commercially. 

3. Section 160.302 would be amended 
by deleting the words “prepared by and’”’. 

4. Appendix B would be added follow- 
ing statement No. 6 of appendix A to 
read as follows: 
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j 
Grade x | 


y | 
| 





0.4048 | 
0.3724 | 
0.3406 | 

eh 


0. 4443 
0.4117 
0. 3696 | 


0. 708 
0. 788 
0. 848 


1x and y are CIE trilinear coordinates; T is the lumi- 
nous transmission factor. 


(Sec. 3, 42 Stat. 1435; secs. 203, 205, 60 Stat. 


1087, 1090, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 93, 1622, 
1624, 29 F.R. 16210, 32 F.R. 11741) 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of February 1968. 


G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 


68-1966; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 28] 
CHERRY PIE 


Extension of Time for Filing Comments 
on Proposed Standards of Identity 
and Quality 


In the matter of establishing a defini- 
tion and standard of identity and a 
standard of quality for cherry pie: 

The notice of proposed rulemaking in 
the above-identified matter published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER of November 1, 
1967 (32 F.R. 15116), provided that com- 
ments could be filed regarding the pro- 
posal therein within 90 days following 
its date of publication. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has received requests for an extension of 
time for filing comments and, good rea- 
sons therefor appearing, the time for 
filing comments in this matter is ex- 
tended to March 29, 1968. 

This action is taken pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 
1046, 1055, as amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 
Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 371) and under 
the authority delegated to the Commis- 
sioner by the Secretary of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120). 


Dated: February 8, 1968. 
JAMES S. Gopparp, 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1970; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[21 CFR Part 191] 
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 


Proposed Listing as Banned 
_ Hazardous Substance 
The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 


proposes that carbon tetrachloride and 
mixtures containing it (including that 


used in fire extinguishers) be classified 
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as “banned hazardous substances” with- 
in the meaning of section 2(q) (1) (B) of 
the Federal Hazardous Substances Act, 
as amended, because’ information 
gathered from investigations and other 
sources indicates that the degree or 
nature of the hazard involved in the 
presence or use of such substances in or 
around the household is such that the 
objective of the protection of the public 
health and safety can be adequately 
served only by keeping these substances 
out of the channels of interstate com- 
merce. 

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of that act (sec. 2(q) (1)(B), (2), 74 
Stat. 372, 80 Stat. 1304; 15 U.S.C. 1261) 
and of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act (sec. 701(e), 52 Stat. 1055, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 371(e)), and under 
the authority delegated to the Commis- 
sioner by the Secretary of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120), it is 
proposed that § 191.9(a) be amended by 
adding thereto a new subparagraph, as 
follows: 

§ 191.9 Banned hazardous substances. 

(a) *- ¢+ 

(__) Carbon tetrachloride and mix- 
tures containing it (including carbon 
tetrachloride and mixtures containing it 
used in fire extinguishers) . 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views in writing, preferably 
in quintuplicate, regarding this proposal 
within 30 days following the date of 
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL 
ReEGIsTter. Such views and comments 
should be addressed to the Hearing Clerk, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, 
and may be accompanied by a memoran- 
dum or brief in support thereof. 


Dated: February 9, 1968. 


JAMES L. GODDARD, 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1969; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-6] 


CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Designation and Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendments to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate a new control 
zone for Palo Alto Airport, Calif., and 
redesignate the Mountain View, Calif. 
(Moffett Field NAS) control zone. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule-making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attention: 
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Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 5651 West Man- 
chester Avenue, Post Office Box 90007, 
Airport Station, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the FepERAL REGISTER will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendments. No public hearing is con- 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. Any data, views, 
or arguments presented during such con- 
ferences must also be submitted in writ- 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposals contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 5651 West 
Manchester Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90045. 

On or about June 20, 1968, the FAA 
proposes to commission a new control 
tower at Palo Alto Airport, Calif. 
Weather reporting, communication and 
air traffic control services will be avail- 
able and the control zone will be required 
to provide controlled airspace protection 
for aircraft conducting IFR and Special 
VFR operations at Palo Alto Airport. 

Designation of the Palo Alto Airport 
control zone as proposed will also require 
amending the description of the Moun- 
tain View (Moffett Field NAS) control 
zone to contain the Palo Alto control zone 
during the hours that the Palo Alto con- 
trol zone is not effective. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following airspace 
actions: 

In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2119) the descrip- 
tion of the Mountain View, Calif. (Mof- 
fett Field NAS) control zone is amended 
to read as follows: 


MOUNTAIN View, CALIF. 
(Morretr Fretp NAS) 


Within a 5-mile radius of Moffett Field 
NAS (latitude 37°24'55"" N., longitude 
122°02’50’’ W.), within a 3-mile radius of 
Palo Alto, Calif., airport (latitude 37°27'40’’ 
N., longitude 122°06’50’’ W.), within 2.5 miles 
southwest and 2 miles northeast of the Mof- 
fett TACAN 157° radial, extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 8 miles southeast of 
the TACAN and within 2 miles each side of 
the San Jose VOR 325° radial, extending 
from the VOR to 8 miles northwest of the 
VOR, excluding the portion southeast of a 
line from latitude 37°25’45’’ N., longitude 
121°56'35"" W. to latitude 37°19’30" N., 
longitude 122°00'10’’ W., and the portion 
within the Palo Alto control zone when it 
is effective. 


In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2071) the following 
control zone is added: 


PaLo ALTO, CALIF. 


Within a 3-mile radius of Palo Alto Airport 
(latitude 37°27'39"’ N., longitude 122°06’50’’ 
W.) excluding the portion southeast of a 
line from latitude 37°25'14’’ N., longitude 
122°08’30’" W. to latitude 37°26'30" N., 
longitude 122°05’43’’ W. to latitude 37°29’10°’ 
N., longitude 122°04'08’’ W. This control 
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zone is effective during the specific dates and 
times established in advance by a Notice to 
Airmen. The effective date and time will 
thereafter be continuously published in the 
Airman’s Information Manual. 


These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended 
(72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Feb- 
ruary 9, 1968. 
Lee E. WARREN, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1941; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68—-AL-2] 


CONTROL ZONE 


Proposed Revocation 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations which 
would revoke the Yakataga control zone. 

The services provided by the Yakataga 
Flight Service Station are planned to be 
remotely controlled from the Cordova, 
Alaska, Flight Service Station. Air- 
ground communications and operation 
and monitoring of air navigation aids 
will continue to be available on a 24-hour 
basis. However, hourly and _ special 
weather reporting services will not be 
available to support the control zone des- 
ignation. Only a limited number of ob- 
servations will be taken to meet mini- 
mum aviation requirements. Therefore, it 
is proposed to revoke the Yakataga con- 
trol zone. The 1,200-foot floor transition 
area will remain as currently designated. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Alaskan Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 632 Sixth Avenue, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. All communi- 
cations received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the FepERAL 
REGISTER will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Regional Counsel, 632 Sixth Ave- 
nue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on Feb- 
ruary 12, 1968. 
JOHN R. KULLMAN, 
Brigadier General, U.S. Air 
Force, Acting Director, - 
Alaskan Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1942; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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[14 CFR Part 153 ] 
[Docket No. 8728, Notice 68-2] 


REVERTER CLAUSES IN CONVEY- 
ANCES TO PUBLIC AGENCIES 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering an amendment to Part 153 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would delay the automatic reversion pro- 
vided in section 16(b) Federal Airport 
Act as now implemented by FAR § 153.- 
13(b) by 2 years so that it would operate 
5 instead of 3 years after convey- 
ance, but the amendment would intro- 
duce a right of the Administrator, exer- 
cisable 1 year after conveyance, to enter 
upon and repossess any portion of the 
property conveyed that was not devel- 
oped for airport purposes. Certain clari- 
fying amendments would also be made. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communication should identify the regu- 
latory docket or notice number and be 
submitted in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock- 
et, GC-24, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. All com- 
munications received on or _ before 
March 18, 1968, will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal con- 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. All com- 
ments submitted will be available, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for exam- 
ination by interested persons. 

Section 16(b) of the Federal Airport 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1115) subjects a convey- 
ance of land, made at the Administrator’s 
request to a public agency for airport 
purposes, to “the condition that the prop- 
erty interest conveyed shall automat- 
ically revert to the United States in the 
event that the lands in question are not 
developed, or cease to be used, for airport 
purposes”. Present FAR § 153.13(b) im- 
plements this statutory provision by stip- 
ulating that the reversion due to non- 
development occurs 3 years after con- 
veyance. 


These provisions do not in terms deal 
with the contingencies of partial and de- 
layed development which occur for ex- 
cusable reasons. It is therefore proposed 
to make the right of entry, now provided 
in § 153.13(a) for other breaches of cov- 
enant, applicable to nondevelopment 
within 1 year from the date of convey- 
ance with discretion to exercise it only in 
respect of those portions of the conveyed 
property that the Administrator deter- 
mines have not been developed for air- 
port purposes; and to postpone operation 
of the automatic reverter until 5 years 
after conveyance. In case of nondevelop- 
ment the Administrator would fix, by 
notice to the grantee, a reasonable period 
or periods within which the grantee must 
take specified action towards develop- 
ment. After expiration of such a period 
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without the required action by the 
grantee the right of entry would be 
exercised. 

To make the operation of the proposed 
provisions more certain, it is also pro- 
posed to add a new § 153.2 to explain the 
meaning, for the purposes of Part 153, of 
the concept of airport purposes. Also, the 
reference to the “District Airport En- 
gineer”, in § 153.5, would be changed to 
“Area Manager”. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Part 153 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Regulations as follows: 

1. By adding the following new § 153.2: 


§ 153.2 Meaning of “airport purposes”. 


For the purposes of this part, “air- 
port purposes” includes the following 
uses of land in connection with actual 
operation of a public airport— 

(a) Operational use. Use of land for 
aerial approaches, runways, taxiways, 
aprons, or other aircraft movement 
areas, and for navigational aids; 

(b) Future developmental use. Reser- 
vation of land for foreseeable aeronauti- 
cal development, including planned run- 
way extension and planned terminal 
building development; 

(c) Essential support services. Use of 
land for activities directly supporting 
flight operations, such as aircraft main- 
tenance and fueling, aircraft parking, 
crash rescue, fire fighting, or passenger 
handling; and 

(d) Use for nonaeronautical comple- 
mental purposes. Use of land for facil- 
ities or services that enhance the utility 
or convenience of the aeronautical serv- 
ices, such as facilities for providing food, 
shelter, surface transportation, or ve- 
hicular parking. 


§ 153.5 [Amended] 


2. By amending § 153.5 by striking out 
the words “District Airport Engineer” 
and inserting the words “Area Manager” 
in place thereof. 

3. By amending subparagraphs (1), 
(6), and (7) of § 153.13(a), by adding a 
new subparagraph (8) to § 153.13(a), 
and by amending § 153.13(b), to read as 
follows: 


§ 153.13 Covenants and reverter clauses 
in conveyances. 

(a) *> +s 

(1) That the grantee will use the 
property interest for airport purposes, 
and will develop that interest for airport 
purposes within 1 year of the date of this 
conveyance; 


* * > * > 


(6) That, if the covenant to develop 
the property interest for airport purposes 
within 1 year of the date of this convey- 
ance is breached, the Federal Aviation 
Administrator may give notice to the air- 
port sponsor requiring him to take speci- 
fied action towards development within a 
fixed period. These notices may be issued 
repeatedly, and outstanding notices may 
be amended or supplemented. Upon ex- 
piration of a period so fixed without com- 
pletion by the sponsor of the required 
action, the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tor may, on behalf of the United States, 
enter, and possess title to, the property 
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interest conveyed or, in his discretion, 
that portion of that interest to which the 
breach relates; 

(7) That, if any covenant or condition 
in the instrument of conveyance other 
than that referred to in the preceding 
subparagraph is breached, the Federal 
Aviation Administrator may, on behalf 
of the United States, immediately enter, 
and possess title to, the property interest 
conveyed or, in his discretion, that por- 
tion of that interest to which the breach 
relates; 

(8) That a determination by the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administrator that one of 
the foregoing covenants has been 
breached shall be conclusive of the facts; 
and that, if the right of entry and posses- 
sion of title stipulated in the preceding 
covenants is exercised, the grantee will, 
upon demand of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministrator, take any action (including 
prosecution of suit or executing of instru- 
ments) that may be necessary to evi- 
dence transfer to the United States of 
title to the property interest conveyed or, 
in the Administrator's discretion, to that 
portion of that interest to which the 
breach relates. 

(b) Reverter clause. The Adminis- 
trator also requests that a _ reverter 
clause, reading as follows, be placed in 
the granting clause of the conveyance: 

Any portion of the property interest hereby 
conveyed that has not been developed for 
airport purposes wtihin a period of 5 years 
from the date of conveyance, or that ceases 
to be used for airport purposes for a period 
of 6 months, shall automatically revert to 
the United States, the grantee agreeing by 
the acceptance of this conveyance or the 
rights granted herein that a determination 
by the Federal Aviation Administrator that 
all or a portion of the property interest has 
not been so developed, or has ceased to be 
so used, shall be conclusive of the facts. 


* * 7 . . 
This proposal is made under the 
authority of the Federal Airport Act (49 
US.C. 1101-1119). 
Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb- 
ruary 8, 1968. 
CHESTER G. BOWERS, 
Director, Airnorts Service. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-1943; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[47 CFR Part 73] 
[Docket No. 16068; FCC 68-135] 


MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP OF TELEVISION 
BROADCAST STATIONS 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


1. The twofold purpose of the Com- 
mission’s multiple ownership rules is to 
promote maximum competition among 
broadcasters and the greatest possible 
diversity of programing sources and 
viewpoints. The rules appear in §§ 73.35, 
73.240, and 73.636. These sections govern 
multiple ownership of stations in the 
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standard, FM, and television broadcast 
services respectively. Each section is 
divided into two main parts: (1) The 
so-called “duopoly” or “overlap” portion 
which provides limitations on the com- 
mon ownership or control of broadcast 
stations in the same broadcast service 
which serve substantially the same area, 
and (2) the “concentration of control’ 
portion which proscribes the grant of a 
license for an AM, FM, or TV station to 
any party if the grant “would result in 
concentration of control’ in the particu- 
lar broadcast service “in a manner 
inconsistent with public interest, con- 
venience, or necessity.” 

2. The concentration of control part 
sets forth a number of specific factors 
that will be considered by the Commis- 
sion in determining whether a particular 
grant would result in a concentration of 
control contrary to the public interest. In 
this regard, the AM and FM rules state: 

In determining whether there is such a 
concentration of control, consideration will 
be given to the facts of each case with 
particular reference to such factors as the 
size, extent, and location of areas served, 
the number of people served, classes of sta- 
tions involved and the extent of other com- 
petitive service to the areas in question. 


The TV rule uses the identical language 
except for the absence of the words 
“classes of stations involved.” 

3. The concentration of control por- 
tions go on to state that although the 
aforementioned factors will be con- 
sidered in determining whether the grant 
of a license would result in undue con- 
centration of control, in any event such 
a concentration will be deemed to exist 
if the grant would result in a party’s 
having an interest in more than a speci- 
fied maximum number of stations in 
each service. That maximum is seven 
AM stations, seven FM stations, and 
seven TV stations, no more than five of 
which may be VHF. 


4. The present proceeding deals with 
@ proposed amendment to the concen- 
tration of control portion of the multiple 
ownership rule pertaining to television 
broadcast stations (§ 73.636(a) (2)). 

5. In a public notice issued December 
18, 1964 (FCC 64-1171, 29 F.R. 18399, 3 
Pike & Fischer, R.R. 2d 909), the Com- 
mission, citing figures, expressed its con- 
cern over the marked increase in multiple 
ownership of television stations in recent 
years, especially of VHF stations in the 
largest markets where the number of 
viewers is greatest and where diversity 
of interests and viewpoints should be 
maximized. Pending further study of the 
matter it announced an interim policy as 
follows: 


Absent a compelling affirmative showing, 
we will designate for hearing any application 
filed after December 18, 1964, for the acquisi- 
tion of a VHF station in one of the top 50 
television markets, if the applicant or any 
party thereto already owns or has interests 
in one or more VHF stations in the top 50 
markets; we shall treat likewise any appli- 
cation to acquire interests in two or more 
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VHF stations in these markets if the appli- 
cant now has no interests in VHF stations in 
these 50 markets. We are adopting this policy 
because, under presently existing circum- 
stances, we cannot normally make the re- 
quired finding that grant of an application 
for a second VHF station in the top 50 
markets will serve the public interést with- 


out giving the proposal the detailed scrutiny 
of a hearing. 


6. Subsequently, on June 21, 1965, 
after further study of the matter, the 
Commission released a notice of proposed 
rule making and memorandum opinion 
and order in the instant docket (FCC 
65-547, 30 F.R. 8166, 5 Pike & Fischer, 
R.R. 2d 1609) which proposed adoption 
of an amendment to the concentration of 
control portion of the TV multiple 
ownership _rule which provided for 
ownership of not more than three TV 
stations or more than two VHF stations 
in the top 50 television markets. 


7. At the same time, the Commission 
terminated the interim policy expressed 
in the December 18 public notice and 
substituted therefor a new interim 
policy as follows: 


Absent a compelling affirmative showing to 
the contrary, we will designate for hearing 
any application filed after June 21, 1965, 
for a new television station, assignment of 
license, or transfer of control, the grant of 
which would result in the applicant or 
any party thereto having interests in viola- 
tion of those sett forth in proposed section 
73.636(a)(2) (ii) in the attached appendix 
(the appendix referred to is the same as the 
appendix attached hereto and mentioned at 
the end of paragraph 6 above). Divestiture 
will not be required, but commonly owned 
stations in excess of the number set forth in 
the proposed rule which are proposed to be 
assigned or transferred to a single person, 
group, or entity will be designated for hear- 
ing. However, no hearing will be designated 
in any of the foregoing situations which in- 
volve applications for assignment or trans- 
fer of control filed in accordance with sec- 
tion 1.540(b) or 1.541(b) of the Commission's 
rules, or applications for assignment or 
transfer of control to heirs or legatees by 
will or intestacy if the assignment or trans- 
fer does not create common interests which 
would be proscribed by the above-mentioned 
section in the attached appendix. 


The new interim policy was published 
in a public notice released on June 21, 
1965 (FCC 65-548, 30 F.R. 8173, 5 Pike 
& Fischer, R.R. 2d 271), the same date 
on which the notice of proposed rule 
making and memorandum opinion and 
order was released in this proceeding. 
The latter document, in addition to pro- 


posing an amendment of § 73.636 of the 
rules, disposed of petitions for recon- 
sideration of the December 18 interim 
policy. 

8. The Commission now has before it 
for consideration comments filed in re- 
sponse to the notice herein. It also has 
under consideration the. petitions for 
reconsideration mentioned in the pre- 
vious paragraph which the notice an- 
nounced would be considered as com- 
ments herein without prejudice to the 
filing of other comments by the parties 
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who had filed petitions for reconsidera- 
tion. * 


9. The notice, after having presented 
statistics showing that there is an ap- 
parent trend toward more VHF stations 
coming under group ownership in the 
largest markets and a corresponding 
decline in the number of single-station 
owners, stated that the Commission was 
concerned that under the present limita- 
tion of five VHF stations per owner there 
might be a continuation of the trend. It 
also expressed concern that the future 
growth of UHF—which has its greatest 
immediate potential in the largest mar- 
kets—might follow the VHF pattern. 
The proposed rule was designed to coun- 
ter the apparent VHF trend and to pre- 
vent the development of a similar trend 
in UHF.’ 


The Top-50-Market Concept. We are pro- 
posing the 50-market cutoff for three 
reasons. These are (a) the substantial degree 
of ownership concentration reached in these 
markets; (b) the high proportion of the total 
population resident in these areas and con- 
sequently the very large audiences reached 
by the individual VHF stations; and (c) the 
availability of ample economic support for 
individual, local ownership of both VHF and 
UHF stations in these markets. 


10. The notice of proposed rule making 
(paragraph 19) asked that parties focus 
their comments— 


Upon the question of need for the changed 
rules and the appropriateness of the specific 
rule proposed. In arguing need, or lack of 
need, for a new rule, parties may submit 
programing showings in a manner which 
seeks to demonstrate that the programing 
was made possible solely by virtue of a mul- 
tiple ownership situation which could not 
arise under the proposed rule. Parties op- 
posing the proposed rule should concentrate 
primarily upon the question of public bene- 
fits which may be ascribed to multiple 
ownership in excess of the level proposed 
herein. In short, the issue posed is not as 
between multiple ownership and single 
ownership, but as between the present level 
and a more limited degree of such owner- 
ship. 


11. Elsewhere in the notice (para- 
graphs 16-18) comments were requested 
on six specific questions, as follows: 


*Comments were filed by the following 
parties: American Broadcasting Cos., Inc., 
Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc., Na- 
tional Broadcasting Co., Inc., General Electric 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., Metromedia, Inc., 
Newhouse Broadcasting Corp., Plains Tele- 
vision Corp., Springfield Television Broad- 
casting Corp., Storer Broadcasting Co., 10 
television stations (filing jointly), Westing- 
house Broadcasting Co., Inc., and the Council 
for Television Development (more than 100 
television stations). The comments for the 
Council included a research report by United 
Research, Inc., an independent research 
organization. In addition, relevant comments 
were considered from the following: Petition 
for Reconsideration filed by Meredith Broad- 
casting Co.; petition by 99 television sta- 
tions for relief from the “Interim Policy” of 
Dec. 18, 1964; petition of the Council for 
Television Development for Relief of the 
“Interim Policy” of June 21, 1965; and_peti- 
tion to rescind by WLAC-—TYV, Inc. 

? Paragraph 11 of the notice explains why 
the top 50 market concept was chosen: 
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Is the existing ownership limit, the one 
proposed here, or some other regulation, best 
suited to present circumstances? 

Whether or not the present list of evi- 
dentiary factors (in § 73.636) should be ex- 
panded to include other factors, such as the 
overall effect on a local competitive situa- 
tion of an addec multiple owner, the nature 
of any distinctive program service a multiple 
owner may seek to offer, etc. 

Is multiple ownership necessary for a li- 
censee to undertake program production 
in competition with networks and other pro- 
gram suppliers? If so, what degree of mul- 
tiple ownership is necessary? 

Will the proposed rule have any effect on 
the possibilities for establishment of a fourth 
television network? 

Is there any necessary correlation between 
a licensee’s ability to present “quality” pro- 
graming and multiple ownership? If there 
is any such correlation, is it strong enough 
to outweigh the strong policy considerations 
favoring the widest possible diversity of 
ownership? 

Given the fact that we propose no com- 
pulsory divestiture of existing stations, what 
long-term increase in diversity of ownership 
may the proposed rules be expected to ac- 
complish? More specifically, what increases 
in the number of individual owners in the 
top 50 markets may be expected as a result 
of assignments and transfers and the growth 
of UHF? 


12. The Commission has studied all 
of the comments filed. Only one—filed by 
Springfield Television Broadcasting 
Corp.—expressed the view that there 
Was an undue concentration of control 
in television broadcasting. However, 
Springfield believes that the proposed 
rule would be ineffective without the fur- 
ther requirement of divestiture. All other 
parties expressed the view that there was 
no undue concentration of control 
and opposed the proposed rule. 

13. We have of course arrived at a 
decision in this matter upon the basis 
of our examination of the comments and 
our continuing experience in the broad- 
cast field. Based thereon, we are of the 
opinion that the proposed rule should not 
be adopted and that the proceeding 
should be terminated. 

14. First, we note that since the insti- 
tution of the instant rule making 
proceeding many new UHF stations have 
been activated in the major markets. 
This has lowered the previous degree of 
concentration of stetion ownership in 
these markets and the development of 
UHF is providing as many separate own- 
ers and separate viewpoints as would 
have occurred with a more restrictive 
multiple ownership rule in the absence 
of these stations.* Equally important, it 
is observed that insofar as UHF stations 
are concerned, an absence of the type of 
restriction proposed in the rule herein 


*Since the end of 1964 when we first 
adopted an interim policy limiting owner- 
ship in the larger markets, there has been a 
sharp increase in UHF activity in these 
markets. The number of UHF stations in 
operation has doubled—today there are 39 
commercial UHF stations on the air as com- 
pared with 20 at the end of 1964. In addition, 
there are presently 67 outstanding construc- 
tion permits for UHF stations in the top 
50 markets as compared with 38 at the end 
of 1964. These are additional actual and 
potential voices in these markets beyond the 
157 VHF stations. 
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may well serve to make for a more rapid 
development of such stations and en- 
hance the chances for development of a 
fourth commercial TV network. It would 
significantly contribute to the entry of 
persons who have the know-how and the 
financial resources to enter into and 
carry on UHF television broadcasting 
during this most crucial period,‘ Indeed, 
this consideration of possible benefits to 
television service through entry of the 
multiple areas, although not as critical 
as in the UHF area, is also relevant to the 
public interest judgment to be made in 
this field with respect to VHF operation. 

15. We have determined that the pro- 
posed modification of our rules should 
not be adopted, and that the problem of 
concentration in the top 50 markets 
should continue to be dealt with upon 
the basis of case-by-case consideration 
within the standards of the present mul- 
tiple ownership rules. While there are of 
course the benefits of predictability in 
the adoption of a specific limit for the 
50 largest markets, we believe that the 
greater flexibility permitted by an ad 
hoc approach is preferable. We already 
have a standard in the rules limiting 
total ownership and control by any one 
party, and will continue carefully to scru- 
tinize every acquisition, whether in the 
top 50 markets or in other communities, 
to prevent undue concentration. 

16. Thus, “* * * the fundamental 
purpose of this facet of the multiple 
ownership rules is to promote diversifica- 
tion of program and service viewpoints 
as well as to prevent any undue concen- 
tration of economic power contrary to 
the public interest * * * (paragraph 10, 
report and order on Multiple Ownership, 
Docket No. 8967, 18 F.C.C. 288, 291-2, 9 
Pike & Fischer, R.R. 1563, 1568 (1953)). 
Under section 310(b) of the Communica- 
tions Act, every applicant is therefore re- 
quired to establish that a grant of its 
application would serve the public inter- 
est, taking into account the benefits and 
any detriments involving undue con- 
centration. 

17. In particular, in light of the special 
problems concerning the top 50 markets 
set forth in the notice of proposed rule 
making herein, we will expect a com- 
pelling public interest showing by those 
seeking to acquire more than three sta- 
tions (or more than two VHF stations) 
in those markets. The compelling show- 
ing should be directed to the critical 
statutory requirement of demonstrating, 
with full specifics, how the public interest 
would be served by a grant of the ap- 
plication—that is, the benefits in detail 
that are relied upon to overcome the 
detriment with respect to the policy of 
diversifying the sources of mass media 
communications to the public. However, 
within the total limits now contained in 
the rules, we believe the ad hoc approach 


‘We note that during 1966 in the top 50 
markets there were 29 UHF stations on the 
air (excluding WHCT, the pay TV station 
at Hartford, Conn., and KSAN-TV, in San 
Francisco, Calif., which is a satellite with 
no revenues). Of these, eight were profitable 
and 21 operated at a loss. The total revenues 
for the 29 stations were $13,326,696 and the 
overall loss was $9,667,281. 
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will better enable us to deal with partic- 
ular situations in particular communities 
than would a new fixed limit. Our con- 
clusion in this respect is further rein- 
forced by the present critical phase of 
UHF development and the need to have 
the flexibility to take action which on 
balance promotes the public interest in 
this vital area upon which the Congress 
and the American people, through pur- 
chase of all-channel receiver sets, have 
staked so much. 

18. In the notice (paragraph 20) we 
stated that oral argument would be held 
in this matter after comments had been 
received, because such argument would 
be appropriate and helpful. However, in 
view of the comments filed it is obvious 
that there will not be conflicting points 
of view presented in oral argument and 
that it would therefore serve no useful 
purpose. Accordingly, we dispense with 
such argument. 

19. In view of the foregoing: Jt is or- 
dered, That the interim policy set forth 
in the public notice of June 21, 1965, is 
terminated. 

20. It is further ordered, That the rule 
proposed in the notice of proposed rule 
making and memorandum opinion and 
order released June 21, 1965, in this pro- 
ceeding is not adopted and this proceed- 
‘ing is terminated. 


Adopted: February 7, 1968. 
Released: February 9, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
Commission," 
Ben F. WapPLte, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1953; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 am.] 


[SEAL] 


[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 
[Docket No. 17562] 


“‘PRESUNRISE” OPERATION BY CLASS 
Il STATIONS UNDER PRESUNRISE 
SERVICE AUTHORIZATION ON U.S. 
I-A CLEAR CHANNELS 


Order Extending Time for Filing Reply 
Comments 


1. Comments in this proceeding, which 
concerns “‘presunrise” operation by Class 
II stations on U.S. I-A clear channels, 
were filed to and including December 4, 
1967. Reply comments are now due 
February 1, 1968. United Communica- 
tions, Inc., licensee of Class II Station 
KMMJ, Grand Island, Nebr., has filed 
a motion requesting that the time for 
reply comments be extended about 2 
weeks, or to and including February 16, 
1968. Mentioned as reason for the ex- 
tension is the need for more time to 
analyze and reply to the lengthy and 


5 Dissenting statements of Commissioners 
Bartley and Johnson, concurring statement 
of Commissioner Loevinger in which Com- 
missioner Wadsworth joins are filed as part 
of original document and dissenting state- 
ment of Commissioner Cox to be released at 
a later date. 
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highly technical comments filed by par- 
ties urging restrictions on presunrise 
operation by such stations, particularly 
Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, 
whose comments occupy three volumes 
and contain a great deal of engineering 
material. Another request for extension 
has also been received. 

2. It appears that good cause exists for 
the requested extension. Accordingly, 
pursuant to authority contained in sec- 
tions 4(i) and 303(r) of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and 
$ 0.281(d) (8) of the Commission's rules, 
the “Motion for Extension of Time” filed 
on February 1, 1968, by United Commu- 
nications, Inc., is granted; and the time 
for filing reply comments herein is ex- 
tended to and including February 16, 
1968. However, there is need to resolve 
this remaining portion of the general 
“presunrise” matter promptly, and it is 
not contemplated that any further time 
for filing reply comments (which parties 
will have had more than 2 months to 
prepare) will be granted. 


Adopted: February 1, 1968. 
Released: February 7, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


, ComMmMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1954; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[47 CFR Part 73] 
CERTAIN FM BROADCAST STATIONS 
Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments and Reply Comments 


In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Geneva, Ala., Baker, 
Mont., Wallace, N.C., Zeeland, Mich., 


. Springdale, Ark., College, Alaska, Myrtle 


Beach, S.C., Refugio, Tex., Gardiner, 
N.Y., Fort Valley and Douglas, Ga., Bill- 
ings, Mont., and McMinnville, Tenn.) ; 
Docket No. 17955, RM-1217, RM-1219, 
RM-1216, RM-1221, RM-1224, RM-1222, 
RM-1230, RM-1225, RM-1231, RM-1226, 
RM-1213, RM-1228. 

1. In a notice of proposed rule making, 
released on January 12, 1968, in this pro- 
ceeding (FCC 68-42), the Commission 
invited comments on a number of pro- 
posals to amend the FM Table of Assign- 
ments, including the addition of Channel 
269A to Myrtle Beach, S.C. The time for 
filing comments was specified as Febru- 
ary 12, 1968, and that for replies as 
February 27, 1968. : 

2. On February 7, 1968, Grand Strand 
Broadcasting Corp., petitioner in RM- 
1219, filed a request for extension of time 
in which to file comments until March 
4, 1968, and for reply comments until 
March 19, 1968. Grand Strand submits 
that the additional time is needed in 
order to prepare adequate comments. We 
are of the view that the requested exten- 
sion is merited in this case and would 
serve the public interest, especially since 
a special showing of need was requested 
by the Commission in this matter. 
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3. In view of the foregoing: It is or- 
dered, That the time for filing comments 
in the proceeding in the matter of RM- 
1219 only is extended to March 4, 1968, 
and the time for filing reply comments 
is extended to March 19, 1968. 

4. This action is taken pursuant to 
authority found in sections 4(i) , 5(d) (1), 
and 303(r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and _ section 
0.281(d) (8) of the Commission rules. 


Adopted: February 9, 1968. 
Released: February 12, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WaAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1955; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


[46 CFR 541] 
[Docket No. 68-9] 


EXPORT CARGO 
Free Time and Demurrage Charges 


Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Maritime Commission is considering the 
promulgation of a rule which will limit 
the free time period allowed on export 
cargo in the ports of New York and Phil- 
adelphia to not more than 10 days, ex- 
clusive of Saturdays, Sundays, and holi- 
days. 

By order of April 2, 1963, the Com- 
mission instituted Fact Finding Investi- 
gation No. 4, dealing with marine ter- 
minal practices at North Atlantic ports. 
Information obtained in that investiga- 
tion shows that unlike other U‘S. ports, 
there is no designated free time period 
or demurrage charges applicable on ex- 
port cargo at New York or Philadelphia. 
In June 1967, a letter was directed to all 
water carriers serving the port of New 
York, outbound Atiantic Coast steam- 
ship conferences, and New York and 
Philadelphia terminal operators, urging 
that they take immediate steps to pro- 
vide a free time period and demurrage 
charges on export cargo. 

While certain of these parties have 
filed tariff provisions setting forth a free 
time period on export cargo at New York, 
there is no uniformity in the amount of 
free time allowed. Most free time and 
demurrage rules on export cargo at New 
York have been postponed because of 
confusion that would result from the lack 
of uniformity. No export rules have been 
adopted at Philadelphia. 

In past decisions relating to free time,’ 
the Commission has indicated that ex- 
cessive free time periods are unreason- 
able within the meaning of section 17. 


1 Docket No. 555—Practices, Etc., of San 
Francisco Bay Area Terminals, 2 U.S.M.C. 
588; Docket No. 1217—Investigation of Free 
Time Practices—Port of San Diego, 9 F.M.C. 
525; Docket No. 65-14—In the Matter of Free 
Time and Demurrage Practices on Inbound 
Cargo at New York Harbor, mult. op., Decided 
Dec. 7, 1967. 
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Since it appears that the practice of 
offering unlimited free time on export 
cargo in New York and Philadelphia 
might be unreasonable under the stand- 
ards of section 17 of the Shipping Act, 
it is proposed that Title 46 CFR be 
amended by adding a new Part 541 as 
follows: 


PART 541—FREE TIME AND DEMUR- 
RAGE CHARGES ON EXPORT CARGO 


§ 541.1 Free time and demurrage at the 
ports of New York and Philadelphia. 


(a) Free time on export cargo at the 
ports of New York and Philadelphia shall 
not be more than 10 days (exclusive of 
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) . 

(b) Free time on export cargo shall 
commence at 12:01 a.m. on the day after 
the said cargo is received at the terminal 
facility and terminate at 11:59 p.m. on 
the final day of free time. 

(c) When a vessel is delayed beyond 
the announced date of arrival because of 
stress of weather, accident, breakdown, 
strike, or other emergency, cargo on free 
time shall be granted additional free time 
up to 5 days beyond the time it would 
normally expire. The announced date of 
arrival shall be that date of advertised 
arrival of the vessel appearing in a desig- 
nated news media or other acceptable 
public advertisement. No penalty demur- 
rage will be assessed in such delay 
situations. 

(d) At the expiration of the free time 
period, demurrage charges in successive 
periods shall be assessed. The first period 
of demurrage shall be assessed at a com- 
pensatory level. Penal demurrage shall 
be assessed during subsequent periods. 
No demurrage shall be assessed on or 
after the day the vessel has commenced 
to load. 

(e) Where the loading of cargo into 
a vessel is prevented or delayed by a 
strike or work stoppage of longshoremen 
or personnel employed by the terminal 
operator or water carrier, additional free 
time to cover the delay shall be granted 
to cargo on free time. If cargo is on 
demurrage, first period demurrage 
charges shall be assessed against such 
cargo. 

Now therefore it is ordered, That the 
Commission, pursuant to sections 22 and 
43 of the Shipping Act, 1916, enter upon 
this proposed rulemaking proceeding to 
determine whether the rule proposed 
above is just and reasonable within the 
meaning of section 17 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916; 

It is further ordered, That the pro- 
ceeding herein ordered be assigned for 
hearing before an examiner of the Com- 
mission’s Office of Hearing Examiners at 
a date and place to be hereafter de- 
termined and announced by the Chief 
Examiner; 

It is further ordered, That notice of 
this order be published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER; and 

It is further ordered, That persons who 
desire to participate in this proceeding 
shall file with the Examiner a petition to 
intervene, in accordance with Rule 
5(1) (46 CFR 502.72) of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure, as 
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promptly as possible. The Federal Mari- 
time Commission, Bureau of Compliance, 
Office of Hearing Counsel shall partici- 
pate in the proceeding. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] THOMAS LIsI, 


Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1952; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[49 CFR Part 1048 ] 
[Ex Parte MC-37 (Sub-No. 13) ] 


RIO GRANDE RIVER BORDER 
MUNICIPALITIES 


Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas 


At a general session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 29th day of 
January A.D. 1968. ‘ 

It appearing, that as disclosed by the 
facts in No. MC-C-4367, G. Arredondo 
Transfer Company, Inc., Investigation, 
106 M.C.C. 557, the Federal Government 
of Mexico owns that part of the Rio 
Grande River south of the international 
boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico and a strip of land along 
the south bank of the Rio Grande ex- 
tending southward for 20 meters into 
the Republic of Mexico; 

It further appearing, that this Com- 
mission in the above-cited proceeding 
found (a) that it could not there con- 
clude, on the basis of the evidence ad- 
duced at the further hearing in that pro- 
ceeding, that the ownership of a part of 
the Rio Grande River and the strip of 
land along the Rio Grande by the Mex- 
ican Government precludes any possibil- 
ity that the municipalities of Laredo, 
Tex., and Nuevo Laredo, Mexico, are con- 
tiguous municipalities within the mean- 
ing of section 203(b) (8) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act; (b) that it was not 
satisfied as to the actual character of the 
strip of land in question, which matter 
requires further scrutiny; (c) that con- 
sideration on a proper record should be 
given to (1) the character of the 20- 
meter strip of land and that portion of 
the Rio Grande River owned by the Mex- 
ican Government, and (2) the possibility 
of amending or modifying the commer- 
cial zone regulations which, although ap- 
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plicable to the determination of com- 
mercial zones at international boundary 
municipalities in the United States situ- 
ated opposite municipalities in Mexico 
along the Rio Grande River, may not 
apply to the situation presented here; 
and (d) that in these circumstances, 
final determination of the question of 
whether the described operations of mo- 
tor carriers between Laredo, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, the interna- 
tional boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico at or near Laredo are 
subject to economic regulation under 
part II of the act must await the outcome 
of a general rulemaking proceeding look- 
ing towards the consideration and reso- 
lution of those matters; 


It further appearing, that the findings 
referred to in the preceding paragraph 
will not only affect those motor carrier 
operations between Laredo and Nuevo 
Laredo but will equally affect such opera- 
tions between similarly situated muni- 
cipalities along the Rio Grande River, 
including Presidio, Tex.-Ojinaga, Mexico, 
Eagle Pass, Tex-Piedras Negras, Mexico, 
and _ Brownsville, Tex.-Matamoros, 
Mexico; 

And it further appearing, that for the 
reasons noted in the above-cited report 
it is in the public interest to institute 
a@ rulemaking proceeding to reexamine 
the regulations contained in Title 49 
§§ 1048.100 and 1048.101, as republished 
and redesignated in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
issue of December 20, 1967, on pages 
20048 and 20049 (formerly Part 270) of 
the Code of Federal Regulations (49 CFR 
Part 1048), to consider whether or not 
such regulations are both necessary and 
properly applicable to commercial zones 
situated along the Rio Grande River at 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Mexico and the 
feasibility of amending or modifying our 
commercial zone regulations as they re- 
late to this specific situation, and to give 
further consideration to the character of 
the 20-meter strip of land and that por- 
tion of the Rio Grande owned by the 
Mexican Government; 

It is ordered, That a proceeding be, and 
it is hereby, instituted under the author- 
ity of part II of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, and more specifically sections 204 
(a) (1), 204(a) (6), 206, 207, 209, and 212 
(a), of the Interstate Commerce Act and 
sections 4 and 12 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act solely to inquire into (a) 
the character of the 20-meter strip of 
land and that portion of the Rio Grande 
River owned by the Mexican Govern- 
ment, and (b) the commercial relation- 
ship between the aforementioned muni- 
cipalities which exists as an economic 


fact, with a view towards determining the 
feasibility of amending or modifying our 
commercial zone regulations as they 
relate to this specific situation; to con- 
sider the promulgation of amended com- 
mercial zone regulations for fixing the 
limits of a commercial zone which exists 
about a municipality as an economic fact 
with respect to those aforementioned 
municipalities; to examine the propriety 
of including within a zone adjacent to 
and commercially a part of the afore- 
mentioned municipalities in the United 
States, those other mentioned munici- 
palities in Mexico; and to take such 
other and further action as the facts 
and circumstances may justify or 
require. 

It is further ordered, That no oral 
hearing be scheduled for the receiving of 
testimony in this proceeding unless a 
need therefor should later appear, but 
that carriers or any other interested per- 
sons may participate in this proceeding 
by submitting for consideration written 
statements of facts, views, and arguments 
on the subject mentioned above, or any 
other subjects pertinent to this proceed- 
ing. 

It is further ordered, That any person 
intending to participate in this proceed- 
ing by submitting initial statements or 
reply statements shall notify the Com- 
mission, by filing with the Secretary, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20423, on or before March 15, 
1968, the original and one copy of a state- 
ment of his intention to participate; that 
the Commission should then prepare and , 
make available to all such persons a list 
containing the names and addresses of 
all parties to this proceeding, upon whom 
copies of all statements must be filed; 
and that at the time of the service of the 
service list the Commission will fix the 
time within which initial statements and 
reply statements must be filed. 

And it is further ordered, That a copy 
of this order be mailed to the Governor 
of every State and to the Public Utility 
Commissions or Boards of each State 
having jurisdiction over motor transpor- 
tation; that a copy be posted in the offiee 
of the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., for pub- 
lic inspection, and that a copy be deliv- 
ered to the Director, Office of the Federai 
Register, for publication in the Feprera. 
REGISTER as notice to all interested 
persons. 


By the Commission. 
[sEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1951; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
CUBA 


Notice of Limited Mail Service 


Effective at once and until further 
notice, mail service to Cuba is limited to 
letters in their usual form, or braille 
letters for the blind, post cards, and 
unsealed envelopes containing printed 
matter by air or surface. 

The acceptance of postal union mail 
packages and parcel post to Cuba is dis- 
continued for the reason that the Post 
Office Department has received advice 
from the Department of State that de- 
livery of packages from senders in the 
United States has been suspended by the 
Cuban Postal Service. 

Because of the urgency of the situa- 
tion, public rule making procedures prior 
to the promulgation of these regulations 
are impracticable and would be contrary 
to the public interest. 


(5 U.S.C. 301, 39 U.S.C. 501, 505) 
TIMOTHY J. May, 
General Counsel. 
Fesruary 14, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-2068; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
10:40 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of the Secretary 
PATRICK N. GRIFFIN 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 

(1) July 25, 1967, sold Phillips Petroleum 
stock. 

(2) None. 

(3) None, 

(4) None. 


This statement is made as of February 
22, 1968. 


Dated: January 29, 1968. 


Pat N. GRIFFIN. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1928; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


THEODORE W. NELSON 
Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 


Notices 


duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 

(1) Acquired 100 shares of Burgess Man- 
ning stock. 

(2) None. 

(3) None. 

(4) None. 


This statement is made as of February 
29, 1968. 


Dated: January 29, 1968. 


T. W. NELSON. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1929; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 
[Notice 1] 


RAW SUGAR 


importation for Refining and Storage 


Pursuant to provisions of paragraph 
(d) of § 817.8 (32 F.R. 14363) and on the 
basis of information before me, I do 
hereby determine and give public notice 
that during February and March 1968, 
the importation of raw sugar into the 
United States for refining and storage at 
locations north of Hatteras without 
charge to a quota at the time of importa- 
tion will not interfere with the effective 
administration of the Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended (60 Stat. 922 as amended). 

Raw sugar supplies available both 
within the first quarter and within the 
second quarter are adequate. However, 
some refiners located north of Hatteras 
are experiencing difficulty in obtaining 
desired supplies for arrival in late Febru- 
ary and early March. Shipping for most 
of the sugar to be imported within the 
first quarter has already been arranged 
and is subject to little modification. On 
the other hand, shipping for much of the 
sugar for later arrival has not yet been 
arranged. This action would permit the 
utilization of Vessels that may be avail- 
able in several foreign countries to aug- 
ment immediate supplies of raw sugar. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that during the period February 15 
through the close of business March 31, 
1968, raw sugar which is now under set- 
aside agreements approved for importa- 
tion during the second quarter of 1968 
may be authorized for release for impor- 
tation by or delivery to refiners for the 
sole purpose of refining and storage at 
north of Hatteras locations without ef- 
fect on a quota at the time of importa- 
tion. Any such sugar shall be charged to 
the second quarter quota limitation for 
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the 1968 calendar year when released by 
the Secretary. 

Authorization for the release of sugar 
pursuant to this notice may be issued 
only to cover raw sugar to be imported 
by or delivered to a refiner who is the 
principal on a bond accepted pursuant 
to § 817.9 under which the principal is 
obligated to hold at the refinery at which 
such sugar is received the raw value 
equivalent of such sugar until release of 
such sugar from inventory is authorized 
by the Secretary within the second 
quarter quota limitation for the calendar 
year 1968. 

For the purpose of this notice, sugar 
held in inventory under the control of a 
refiner in warehouse facilities within two 
miles of the refinery where such sugar 
was received shall be deemed to be held 
at that refinery. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of February 1968. 


OrvILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1946; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA- 
TION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
AMDAL CO. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additives Erythromycin and 
Diethylstilbestrol 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 USC. 
348(b)), the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with $121.52 With- 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), AMDAL Co., Agricul- 
tural Division, Abbott Laboratories, 
North Chicago, Ill. 60064, has withdrawn 
its petition, notice of which was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER of August 
17, 1967 (32 F.R. 11896), proposing the 
issuance of a regulation to provide for 
the safe use of erythromycin as eryth- 
romycin thiocyanate in feed for feed- 
lot beef cattle as an aid in reducing the 
incidence of liver abscesses, alone or 
in combination with diethylstilbestrol 
added for fattening beef cattle. 


Dated: January 15, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
{[P.R. Doc. 68-1971; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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S. B. PENICK AND CO. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additive Bacitracin Methylene 
Disalicylate 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with § 121.52 With- 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), S. B. Penick and Co., 
100 Church Street, New York, N.Y. 10007, 
has withdrawn its petition, notice of 
which was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER of May 17, 1966 (31 F.R. 7192), 
proposing the issuance of a food additive 
regulation to provide for the safe use of 
bacitracin methylene disalicylate in mink 
feed for increasing rate of gain, improv- 
ing feed efficiency, increasing size and 
weight of pelt, and preventing and treat- 
ing bacterial diarrhea. 


Dated: February 7, 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1972; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
‘ 8:49 a.m.] 





Office of the Secretary 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


Statement of Organization and Func- 
tions and Delegations of Authority 


Part 4 (Public Health Service) of the 
Statement of Organization and Func- 
tions and Delegations of Authority for 
the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare (32 F.R. 9739 et seq., July 4, 
1967) , as amended, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

With regard to Section 4-C, Delega- 
tions of Authority—Following paragraph 
(32) under the heading Specific Delega- 
tions insert: 

(33) The functions vested in the Sec- 
retary under section 353 of the Public 
Health Service Act as added by the Part- 
nership for Health Amendments of 1967 
(Public Law 90-174) relating to clinical 
laboratories except: 


(i) The approval under subsection 
353(d) (2) of a national accreditation 
body as qualified to accredit a hospital 
or clinical laboratory and thereby ex- 
empt if from the requirement for having 
in effect a laboratory license. 

(ii) The denial, revocation, suspen- 
sion, or cancellation of a laboratory 
license under subsections 353 (d) and ¢e). 

[SEAL] Wriscr J. CoHEN, 

Acting Secretary, Department of 
Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare. 

FEBRUARY 9, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1974; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-289] 
METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 


Order and Notice Postponing Hearing 
and Prehearing Conference 


In the matter of the application by 
Metropolitan Edison Co., Docket No. 50- 
289, for a provisional construction per- 
mit for the Three Mile Island Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit 1. 

1. A prehearing conference and hear- 
ing upon the above application were 
scheduled for February 20, and March 5, 
1968 by the Commission’s notice of hear- 
ing which was published on January 27, 
1968, at 33 F.R. 1082. That notice desig- 
nated the undersigned members of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board to 
conduct the proceedings upon issues 
therein stated and it described methods 
whereby interested members of the pub- 
lic may secure information about the 
proceeding or may seek to participate 
therein. The matters to be considered in 
prehearing, the issues for hearing, and 
the nature of the public proceedings are 
stated in the notice of hearing which, as 
hereinafter amended, is incorporated by 
reference in this order. 

2. Now under consideration is Appli- 
cant’s motion for postponement of pre- 
hearing conference and public hearing 
filed on February 12, 1968. That pleading 
shows, and telephone conference with 
counsel for the Applicant and the Staff 
confirmed, that the parties will not be 
ready for prehearing and hearing as 
scheduled because: Additional informa- 
tion needed by the Staff for its safety 
analysis is to be supplied by the Appli- 
cant within 10 days; the supplemented 
application is to be reviewed by the Staff 
and again by the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards; and the parties 
anticipate that they will thereafter sub- 
mit their prepared testimony, “on ap- 
proximately March 19, 1968.” Applicant 
requests a rescheduling of formal public 
proceedings on specific dates during the 
weeks commencing on March 24 or 31 
for prehearing, and April 7 for the 
hearing. 

3. The Board finds that good cause has 
been shown for postponing the prehear- 
ing conference and the hearing and that 
the respective dates of March 29 and 
April 10 will meet the expected needs 
and conveniences of all participants. The 
time for filing petitions for leave to inter- 
vene is extended; such petitions, if any, 
must be. received in the Office of the 
Secretary, U.S. Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion, Germantown, Md., or in the Com- 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20545, 
not later than March 26, 1968, unless 
good cause for later filing is shown. Per- 
sons desiring to make a limited appear- 
ance are requested to inform the Com- 
mission by March 26, 1968. 

It is ordered, This 13th day of February 
1968, pursuant to section 7(b) of the Ad- 
ministrative Procedure Act and to 
§ § 2.721(c), 2.718, and 2.730(e) of the 
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Commission’s rules of practice, 10 CFR 
Part 2, that the notice of hearing pub- 
lished at 33 F.R. 1082 is amended in 
these respects: 

The prehearing conference will be con- 
vened at 10 a.m. on Friday, March 29, 
1968, and the hearing will be commenced 
at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, April 10, 1968, 
in the Middletown Moose Home, 100 Mill 
Street, Middletown, Pa. 17057; 

The time for receipt of petitions to in- 
tervene is extended to March 26, 1968; 
and 

Requests for limited appearances may 
be submitted by March 26, 1968. 

It is further ordered, That this order 
and notice be promptly published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Issued: February 13, 1968, German- 
town, Md. 


Atomic SAFETY AND LICENS- 
ING Boarp, 
Ruel C. Stratton, 
Clarke Williams, 
J.D. Bonn, 
Chairman. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1985; Filed, Feb. 
8:50 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


FRONTIER AIRLINES, INC. 


Notice of Application for Amendment 
of Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity 


15, 1968; 





FeBRuARY 13, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board on February 12, 1968, 
received an application, Docket 19580, 
from Frontier Airlines, Inc., for amend- 
ment of its certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity under Subpart M of 
Part 302 of the Board’s procedural regu- 
lationsfor route 73 to authorize it to en- 
gage in nonstop service between Denver, 
Colo., and Phoenix, Ariz. The applicant 
requests that its application be processed 
under the expedited procedures set forth 


in Subpart M of Part 302 (14 CFR 
Part 302). 
[sea] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1963; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 





MOHAWK AIRLINES, INC. 


Notice of Application for Amendment 
of Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity 


FeBruary 13, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board on February 12, 1968, 
received an application, Docket 19582, 
from Mohawk Airlines, Inc., for amend- 
ment of its certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity under Subpart 
M of Part 302 of the Board’s procedural 
regulations for route 94 to authorize it to 
engage in nonstop service between 
Rochester and Buffalo, on one hand, and 


16, 1968 


68; 


New York-Newark, on the other. The ap- 
plicant requests that its application be 
processed under the expedited procedures 
set forth in Subpart M of Part 302 (14 
CFR Part 302). 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1964; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 


8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 17968; FCC 68M-—229] 


ASBURY AND JAMES TV CABLE 
SERVICE 


Order Continuing Hearing 


In re cease and desist order to be di- 
rected against the following CATV op- 
erator: Asbury & James TV Cable Service, 
Lower Belle, Malden, Dupont City, Rand, 
and George’s Creek, W. Va., Docket No. 
17968, File No. SR-971. 

It is ordered, Pursuant to the under- 
standing reached by all counsel to the 
proceeding during prehearing confer- 
ence, that hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding is hereby continued from 
February 21, to February 28, 1968. 


Issued: February 7, 1968. 
Released: February 9, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


ComMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WapPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1957; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17617, 17618; FCC 68R-40] 


ATHENS BROADCASTING CO., INC., 
AND 3 J’S BROADCASTING CO. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 


In re applications of Athens Broad- 
casting Co., Inc., Athens, Tenn., Docket 
No. 17617, File No. BPH-5668; John P. 
Frew and Julia N. Frew, doing business 
as 3 J’s Broadcasting Co., Athens, Tenn.,, 
Docket No. 17618, File No. BPH-5768; for 
construction permits. 


1. This proceeding involves the appli- 
cations of Athens Broadcasting Co., Inc. 
(Athens), and John P, Frew and Julia N. 
Frew, doing business as 3 J’s Broadcast- 
ing Co. (3 J’s), each seeking a permit to 
construct a new FM broadcast station in 
Athens, Tenn. The applications were 
designated for hearing by order (Mimeo 
No. 4466) released August 9, 1967. Now 
before the Review Board is a petition to 
enlarge issues, filed on October 26, 1967, 
by Athens.” 


2 Also before the Board are: (a) Comments, 
filed Nov. 8, 1967, by the Broadcast Bureau; 
(b) opposition, filed Dec. 5, 1967, by 3 J’s; 
and (c) reply to opposition, filed Dec. 29, 
1967, by Athens, 


NOTICES 


2. In its petition,? Athens requests the 
addition of two issues: 

1. To determine whether the site pro- 
posed by 3 J’s Broadcasting Co. (3 J’s) 
is suitable for the erection of its proposed 
antenna tower. 

2. To determine, in the event a nega- 
tive finding is adduced pursuant to Issue 
No. 1, whether 3 J’s has additional land 
available for use in constructing its 
tower. 


Attached to the Athens petition is an 
affidavit from its consulting engineer, 
Claude M. Gray, which reviews several 
alternative methods of constructing the 
proposed tower and concludes that with 
adherence to the safety factors in- 
volved, “* * * there seems to be neither 
a practical or reasonably priced solution 
for erecting a guyed, 200-foot tower on 
property with the dimensions of 82’ x 
85’. The petition also includes a 
sketch of 3 J’s proposed site prepared by 
Athens’ vice president, William P. Atkins. 
While this drawing is not represented as 
@ professional scale rendering, it at- 
tempts to depict an existing studio 
building which occupies a major portion 
of the site. Athens argues that “major 
renovations” to this structure would be 
necessary before the construction of any 
tower could be undertaken, and that 3 J’s 
has made no provisions for such renova- 
tions. Athens further submits an affidavit 
of Atkins describing conversations he 
had with property owners of land adja- 
cent to the 3 J’s site; in all instances, 
these owners allegedly indicated that 
3 J’s had neither requested nor received 
permission to use portions of their prop- 
erty for broadcasting facilities. Thus, 
Athens argues, 3 J’s present site, even 
with structural modifications, cannot be 
utilized, and no plans have been made to 
acquire additional land. 


3. The 3 J’s opposition challenges the 
professional qualifications of Athens’ 
consulting engineer and, through the 
sworn statement of its engineer, Edward 
L. Roehn, characterizes Athens’ conclu- 
sions as arbitrary and “tortuously con- 
trived.” Mr. Roehn contends that no 
unusual safety factors are present in the 
selected location; and that the 3 J’s 
construction proposal can be safely 
effectuated by several alternative con- 
struction techniques on land presently 
available. The Broadcast Bureau urges 
the denial of the petition, contending 
that the conclusions offered by Athens 
are conjectural and are not directed 
toward the specific site proposed by 3 J’s. 
The Bureau states that Athens has not 
alleged that the proposed tower cannot 
be constructed; but rather that such 
installation may violate applicable safety 


*In an order (FCC 67M-1717, released 
Oct. 15, 1967), the Examiner accepted an 
amendment to the 3 J’s application. The 
instant petition relates solely to the informa- 
tion contained in that amendment, and 
“good cause” has therefore been shown to 
excuse the late filing of the petition. 

7A copy of a deed attached to Athens’ 
petition recites the dimensions of the 
property presently owned by 3 J’s as 81’ x 
82’ x 85’ x 82’, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 33——-FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 


3085 


standards. However, the Bureau argues, 
while the petitioner’s vice president had 
occasion to speak with local building au- 
thorities, the petition is silent as to any 
potential violation of local zoning or 
construction ordinances. : 

4. In reply to the allegations question- 
ing the qualifications of its engineer, 
Athens submits the affidavit of E. J. 
Staubitz, who has previously appeared as 
an expert witness before the Commis- 
sion. Mr. Staubitz reaffirms Athens’ 
allegation that the 3 J’s site is unsuitable 
for the type of construction proposed, 
and concludes that no guyed tower can 
be erected and be “expected to remain 
standing” on the present site. The peti- 
tion also notes that in an amendment to 
the 3 J’s application, filed June 20, 1967, 
a “self-supporting tower” was proposed. 
The use of such a tower, Athens argues, 
indicates that 3 J’s was aware of a site 
limitation which necessitated the use of 
a more expensive tower structure.‘ 

5. The Review Board is of the opinion 
that an issue .inquiring into the suita- 
bility of 3 J’s proposed site is warranted. 
Petitioner has alleged (supported by 
engineering affidavits) that it would not 
be possible, or at least not economically 
feasible, to construct a guyed 200-foot 
tower on the site proposed by 3 J’s. This 
allegation is based primarily on the size 
of the site and the fact that certain 
existing structures now occupy a sub- 
stantial portion of it. In response, 3 J’s 
consulting engineer maintains that the 
tower can be built. However, he does 
not set forth any details of his plans for 
constructing the tower. Nor does 3 J’s 
engineer address himself to the question 
of whether significant renovations in the 
existing buildings would be required. In 
view of the conflicting assertions, and 
the failure to resolve all of the questions 
raised by the petitioner, it is necessary to 
explore this matter further at the hear- 
ing. Cf. Du Page County Broadcasting, 
Inc., 7 FCC 2d 506, 9 RR 2d 860 (1967). 
The Board will not, however, add a 
contingent issue concerning the avail- 
ability of additional land. No question 
exists concerning the availability of the 
site now specified by 3 J’s, and that ap- 
plicant does not now propose to acquire 
additional land. If, at some future time, 
3 J’s amends its application so as to 
encompass a larger or different site; and 
if the petitioner is able to show that a 
substantial question as to the availability 
of the changed site exists, an appropriate 
request for enlargement would be enter- 
tained. However, the addition of an issue 
regarding availability at this time would 
be premature. 

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
petition to enlarge issues, filed Octo- 
ber 26, 1967, by Athens Broadcasting 
Co., Inc., is granted to the extent indi- 
cated below and denied in all other 
respects; and 


*Paragraph 7 of Athens’ reply questions 
the validity of 3 J’s $1,500 installation 
estimate; however, no financial issue is 
requested and the facts appearing in the 
pleadings are insufficient to warrant the 
addition of such an issue. 
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7. It is further ordered, That the issues 
in this proceeding are enlarged by the 
addition of the following issue: 

To determine, with respect to the 
application of 3 J’s Broadcasting Co., 
whether the site proposed is suitable for 
the erection of its proposed antenna 
tower. 


Adopted: January 30, 1968. 
Released: February 5, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1956; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17995, 17996; FCC 68M-231] 


FARM AND HOME BROADCASTING 
CO. AND TIOGA BROADCASTING 
co. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re applications of Farm and Home 
Broadcasting Co., Wellsboro, Pa., Docket 
No. 17995, File No. BPH-5620; John J. 
Antonio, Donald J. Fryday, J. Robert 
Grossenbacher, John D. Lewis, and 
William K. Francis doing business as 
Tioga Broadcasting Co., Mansfield, Pa., 
Docket No. 17996, File No. BPH-5674; for 
construction permits. 

It is ordered, That Millard F. French 
shall serve as Presiding Officer in the 
above-entitled proceeding; that the hear- 
ings therein shall_be convened on April 
18, 1968, at 10 a.m,; and that a prehear- 
ing conference shall be held on March 
26, 1968, commencing at 10 a.m.; and, it 
is further ordered, That all proceedings 
shall take place in the offices of the Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 


Issued: February 8, 1968. 
Released: February 9, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CommMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1958; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17915-17917; FCC 68M-233 ] 
GRAPHIC PRINTING CO., INC., ET AL. 
Order Advancing Hearing 

In re applications of the Graphic 
Printing Co., Inc., Portland, Ind., Docket 
No. 17915, File No. BPH-5788; Glenn 
West, Portland, Ind., Docket No. 17916, 
File No. BPH-5820; Soundvision Broad- 
casting, Inc., Portland, Ind., Docket No. 
17917, File No. BPH-5899; for construc- 
tion permits. 

Pursuant to agreement reached at the 
prehearing conference held February 8, 
1968, It is ordered, That the hearing in 
this proceeding heretofore scheduled to 
commence on March 27 is advanced to 


NOTICES 


March 26, 1968, at 10 a.m., in the offices 
of the Commission at Washington, D.C. 


Issued: February 8, 1968. 
Released: February 12, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1959; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17997, 17998; FCC 68M-232] 


JUD, INC., AND TRANSAMERICA 
TV INC. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In the matter of JUD, Inc., doing busi- 
ness as Channel 25 TV, Inc., West Palm 
Beach, Fla., Docket No. 17997, File No. 
BPCT-3979; Transamerica TV Inc., 
West Palm Beach, Fla., Docket No. 17998, 
File No. BPCT-3988; for construction 
permit for new television broadcast 
station. 

It is ordered, That Chester F. Naumo- 
wicz, Jr., shall serve as Presiding Officer 
in the above-entitled proceeding; that 
the hearings therein shall be convened 
on April 22, 1968, at 10 a.m.; and that a 
prehearing conference shall be held on 
March 27, 1968, commencing at 10 a.m. 
And, it is further ordered, That all pro- 
ceedings shall take place in the offices of 
the Commission, Washington, D.C. 

Issued: February 8, 1968. 

Released: February 9, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMmMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1960; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17993, 17994; FCC 68M-230] 


MOLINE TELEVISION CORP. (WQAD) 
AND COMMUNITY TELECASTING 
CORP. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re applications of Moline Television 
Corp. (WQAD-TV), Moline, Ill., Docket 
No. 17993, File No. BRCT-—584, for re- 
newal of license of WQAD-TV; Com- 
munity Telecasting Corp., Moline, Il., 
Docket No. 17994, File No. BPCT-4032, 
for construction permit. 

It is ordered, That David I. Kraushaar 
shall serve as Presiding Officer in the 
above-entitled proceeding; that the 
hearings therein shall be convened on 
April 24, 1968, at 10 a.m.; and that a 
prehearing conference shall be held on 
March 26, 1968, commencing at 10 a.m.: 
And, is is further ordered, That all pro- 
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ceedings shall take place in the offices 
of the Commission, Washington, D.C. 


Issued: February 8, 1968. 
Released: February 9, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1961; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17886-17888; FCC 68M-210] 
OUTER BANKS RADIO CO. ET AL. 


Order Continuing Prehearing 
Conference 


In re applications of Douglas Lystra 
Craddock and Lacy Phil Wicker, doing 
business as Outer Banks Radio Co., 
Wanchese, N.C., Docket No. 17886, File 
No. BP-16917; J. M. Farlow and William 
D. Mills, doing business as Onslow Coun- 
ty Broadcasters, Midway Park, N.C., 
Docket No. 17887, File No. BP-17272; 
Hendon M. Harris, Maysville, N.C., 
Docket No. 17888, File No. BP-17275; for 
construction permits. 

Upon letter request filed February 5, 
1968, by counsel for Seaboard Broadcast- 
ing Corp., and with the informal consent 
of all other counsel thereto, It is ordered, 
That the prehearing conference hereto- 
fore scheduled for February 21, 1968, in 
this proceeding is postponed to February 
27, 1968, at 9 a.m., in the offices of the 
Commission at Washington, D.C. 


Issued: February 6, 1968. 
Released: February 7, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1961; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. RI68-432 etc. ] 


HOUSTON NATURAL GAS PRO- 
DUCTION CO. ET AL. 


Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates, and Allowing Rate Changes 
To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund ! 

FEBRUARY 9, 1968. 
The Respondents named herein have 
filed proposed changes in rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched- 
ules for sales of natural gas under Com- 
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in 
appendix A hereof. 


1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis- 
pose of the several matters herein. 
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Ss The proposed changed rates and date shown in the “Date Suspended filing of their respective agreements and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, Until” column, and thereafter untilmade undertakings, such agreements and 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, effective as prescribed by the Natural undertakings shall be deemed to have 
or otherwise unlawful. Gas Act: Provided, however, That the been accepted. 

The Commission finds: It isin the pub- supplements to the rate schedules filed by (C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
lic interest and consistent with the Nat- Respondents, as set forth herein, shall Commission, neither the suspended sup- 
ural Gas Act that the Commission enter become effective subject torefundon the plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness date and in the manner herein prescribed to be altered, shall be changed until dis- 
of the proposed changes, and that the if within 20 days from the date of the position of these proceedings or expira- 

. supplements herein be suspended and _ issuance of this order Respondents shall tion of the suspension period. 
, their use be deferred as ordered below. each execute and file under its above- (D) Notices of intervention or peti- 

The Commission orders: designated docket number with the ions to intervene may be filed with the 

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par- Secretary of the Commission its agree- pegera) . : : 

; : ederal Power Commission, Washing- 
ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula- ment and undertaking to comply with ton. D.C. 20426. i d ith th 
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR Ch.I), the refunding and reporting procedure o ON ~~ Mh Scocraenes We e 
and the Commission’s rules of practice required by the ‘Natural Gas Act and [ules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
and procedure, public hearings shall be § 154.102 of the regulations thereunder, 1.8 and 1.37(f) on or before March 29, 
held concerning the lawfulness of the accompanied by a certificate showing 1968. 
proposed changes. service of copies thereof upon all pur- : 
ra (B) Pending hearings and decisions chasers under the rate schedule in- By the Commission. 
ng thereon, the rate supplements herein are volved. Unless Respondents are advised [SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT, 
O.. suspended and their use deferred until to the contrary within 15 days after the Secretary. 
ile 
m APPENDIX A 
n- 
e . | Effective | Cents per Mcf Rate in 
1D - Rate Sup- | Amount Date date Date sus- | effect sub- 
’ Docket Respondent | sched-| ple- Purchaser and producing area }ofannual; filing unless pended | ject to 
a No. ule ment increase | tendered sus- until— Rate in Proposed | refund in 
For No. No. pended effect increased | docket 
rate Nos. 
5, RI68-432_..| Houston Natural Gas 26 1 Valley Gas Transmission, Inc. (South $9,978 | 1-12-68 | 3 2-12-68 | 4 2-13-68 7814.0 6715.0 | 
st- Production Co., Coleto Creek Field, Victoria 
ont Post Office Box County, Tex.) (RR. District No. 
. 1188, Houston, Tex. 2). 
ed, 77001, Attn: Grover | 
to- B. Cobb, Esq. | 
. RI68-433...| Humble Oil & Re- 139 3 | Coastal States Gas Producing Co.’ 3,000 | 1-15-68 | ?3- 1-68 | ‘3- 2-68 9.0 segs 
in fining Co., Post (West Charamousca Field, Duval 
ary Office Box 2180, County, Tex.) (RR. District No. 
the — Tex. 4). 
RI68-434_..| Glover & Hefner 21 2| El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Panhandle 1,200} 1-22-68 | 33 1-68 | 43- 2-68 13.0 5614.0 
Petroleum Manage- E Field, Collingsworth County, 
ment Corp., 1010 Tex.) (RR. District No. 10). 
Kermac Bldg., 
Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73102. 
Ss 
2 Basic contract dated after Sept. 28, 1960, the date of issuance of General Policy 7 Subject to a downward Btu adjustment. 
Statement No. 61-1. § Initial service rate. 
3 The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. * Buyer resells gas involved to Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America under 
4 The suspension period is limited to 1 day. Buyer’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7 at a presently effective rate of 14.5 cents 
968; 5 Periodic rate increase. per Mef. Buyer presently contractually entitled to 15.5 cents per Mef. 


6 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 


The contracts related to the rate filings of 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co. (Hous- 
ton Natural) and Glover & Hefner Petroleum 
Management Corp. (Glover & Hefner) were 
executed subsequent to September 28, 1960, 
the date of issuance of the Commission’s 
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended, and the increased rates are above 
the applicable ceilings for increased rates 
but do not exceed the applicable ceil- 


10 Ineludes 1.5 cents gathering and central point delivery allowance. 


Humble Oil & Refining Co. (Humble) pro- 
poses a periodic increase, from 9 cents to 9.5 
cents per Mcf, for gas sold to Coastal States 
Gas Producing Co. (Coastal) from the West 
Charamousca Field, Duval County, Tex. 
(Railroad District No. 4). Coastal gathers the 
subject gas, together with other gas produced 
in this area, and resells such gas to Natural 
Gas Pipeline Company of America under its 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7 at a presently 


1969. Although Humble’s proposed rate does 
not exceed the area increased rate ceiling of 
14 cents per Mcf for Texas Railroad District 
No. 4 as announced in the Commission’s 
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended, it should be suspended because 
such ceiling is applicable to Coastal’'s resale 
rate, not to Humble’s. In view of the fact 
that any Coastal increase would be sus- 


ing prices for initial rates in the areas in- effective initial rate of 14.5 cents per Mcf. pended, if filed for, we conclude that 
and volved. We believe, in this situation, the Qoastal is contractually due a periodic in- Humble’s proposed rate increase should be 
sin eee ee ae a a crease to 15.5 cents which, if filed for, would suspended for 1 day from March 1, 1968, the 
ges 1908 (Houston eee y pone tees 1, 1968 be suspended as exceeding the applicable area proposed effective date. 
| fo (Glover & Hefner), the proposed effective increased rate ceiling. Coastal’s next periodic [FR. Doc. 68-1914; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
dates. increase to 16.6 cents is due on February 5, 8:45 a.m.] 
38. 
have 
and 
hed- 
yom- 
1 in 
* dis- 
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[Docket Nos. RI68-435 etc.] 
EDWIN M. JONES OIL CO. ET AL. 


Order Permitting Rate Filing, Accepting Contract Amendments, Providing for Hearings on and Suspension Proposed 
Changes in Rates’ 
FEBRUARY 9, 1968. 


The above-named Respondents have tendered for filing proposed changes in presently effective rate schedules for sales 
of natural gas subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. The proposed changes, which constitute increased rates and 
charges, are designated as follows: 


1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dispose of the several matters herein. 


Effective 
date Date sus- | 
unless pended | 
sus- until— 


Rate in 

| effect sub- 
ject to 

refund in 


Cents per Mcf 
| Rate Sup- 

Docket Respondent sched- | ple- 
No. ule ment 


Date 
filing 
| tendered | 


Amount 
of annual 
| increase 


Purchaser and producing area 


Rate in Proposed 


No. | No. | 


| Edwin M. Jones Oil 12 | Texas Eastern Transmission 

Co. et al., 404 Milam | | Corp. (West George West 

Bldg., San Antonio, | | Field, Live Oak eee 

Tex. 78205. | Tex.) (RR. District No. 

La — Oil & Re fining! | Transcontinental Gas Pies 

| Post Office | Line Corp. (San Miquel 

Boz 2180, Houston, 

Tex. 77001, Attn: McMullen County, Tex.) 

Mr. John J. Carter. (RR. District No. 1). 

FEUED icinicionnecmaneaie -| Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe 
Line Co. (Woodward Area, 
| Dewey and Major Coun- 
| ties, Okla.) (Oklahoma 

“Other” Area). 

Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corp. (West George West 
Field, Live Oak County, 
Tex.) (RR. 


Johnnye Jones Peet, 
d.b.a. Peet Oil Co., 
814 Frost National 
Bank Bldg., San 
Antonio, Tex. 78205. 

J. Ray McDermott & 
Co., Inc., 14th | 
Floor, Houston 
Club Bldg., 
Houston, Tex. 77002.) 

Mobil Oil Corp., 

Post Office Box 
2444, Houston, Tex. 


Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., 
a division of Tenneco, Inc. 
(Patterson Field, St. Mary 
Parish, La.) (South 
Louisiana). 

Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hugoton Field, Seward 
County, Kans.). 


Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hugoton Field, Morton 
County, Kans.). 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. 
(Lacy Area, Kingfisher 
County, Okia.) (Oklahoma 
“Other’’ Area). 


Calvert Exploration 
Co. (Operator) et 
al., 2300 Fourth 
National Bank 
Bldg., Tulsa, Okla. 
74119. 

National Cooperative 
Refinery Associa- 
tion, McPherson, 
Kans. 67460. 

Socal land esate aici 





| Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co. (Wil Pool, 
Stafford and Edwards 
County, Kans.). 

Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hugoton Field, Finney 
County, Kans.). 

Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hugoton Field, Stevens 
et al., Counties, Kans.). 





..| Northern Natural 
Gas Producing Co. 
(Operator) et al., 
Post Office Box 
2444, Houston, Tex. 
77001. 











3 The stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice. 

3 Periodic rate increase. 

4 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

‘Inclusive of 0.5-cent dehydration allowance paid by buyer for delivery of dehy- 
drated gas at a central point in the field. 

6 Increase to 14.8733 cents (14.3733-cent base plus 0.5-cent dehydration allowance) 
suspended in Docket No. R163-323 until July 5, 1963 and has not been made effective 
subject to refund. 

7 Renegotiated rate accepted by the Commission as a result of ‘“‘Texas Eastern 
type’’ settlement. Prior to the issuance of the second Amendment to the Statement 
of General Policy No. 61-1. 

§ The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 

* Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

10 “Fractured” rate increase. Respondent contractually due 22 cents. Filing from 
initial certificated rate. 

11 Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

12 Increase to 14.3733-cent base plus 0.5-cent dehydration allowance where open sus- 
pended in Docket No. RI63-321 until July 5, 1963 and has not been made effecitve 
subject to refund. 

2” Fractured“ rate .Seller contractually due 24.675 cents per Mcf plus applicable 
tax seimbursement. 

14 Pressure base is 15.025 p.s.i.a. 

16 Initial rate as conditioned by temporary certificate issued Oct. 9, 1962, in Docket 
No. C163-301. 

i Renegotiated rate increase. 


Edwin M. Jones Oil Co. et al., and 
Johnnye Jones Peet, doing business as 
Peet Oil Co. request that their proposed 
rate increases be permitted to become 
effective on February 5, 1968. J. Ray 
McDermott & Co., Inc. (McDermott), 
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Creek and Dilworth Fields, 


District No. 2). 





requests waiver of the statutory notice 
to permit an effective date of January 
22, 1968, for its proposed rate increase. 
Mobil Oil Corp. (Mobil) also requests 
waiver of notice to permit an effective 
date of January 11, 1968, for its pro- 


effect docket 
Nos. 


increased 
rate 


pended 


1-19-68 | 2 2- 
1-19-68 | * 3-10-68 


1-15-68 |* 3- 1-68] 


19-68 $07 14. 3733 $4815. 3733 


915. 2025 349 16. 2160 


410 1117.0 





$7 1214, 3733 345 15.3733 








915 21,25 $8 4 23. 55 


(Accepted) 
7- -11-68 


—— 
7-11-68 2. 412.5 


85, 487 2-68 | § 2-12-6 7-12-68 


RI67-275. 





4917.8 


3416.0 





"2, 467 4916 2112.5 
787, 087 4 16 22 12, 6282 
UE Batnccuninnere ..-| 4916 2314.0 
65, 783 | Bere 4916% 16.0 








17 Contract Amendment dated Nov. 27, 1967, provides for 12.5 cents per Mef for 
period from Sept. 1, 1967 to June 30, 1972, and 13.5 cents per Mcf from July 1, 1972 to 
Mar. 29, 1976. 

18 Contract Amendment dated Nov. 27, 1967, provides for 12.5 cents per Mef for 
period from Sept. 1, 1967 to June 30, 1972, and 13.5 cents per Mef from July 1, 1972 to 
June 30, 1978; also provides for upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment from 975 
B.t.u.’s per cubic foot instead of only downward B.,t.u. adjustment from 950B.t.u.’s 
per cubic foot. 

1 Filing from initial certificated rate to first periodic increase. 

» Contract Amendment dated Nov. 27, 1967, provides for 12.5 cents per Mcf from 
Sept. 1, 1967 to June 30, 1972, and 13.5 cents per Mef from July 1, 1972 to June 30, 1978 
for production down to the base of the Wolfcamp Sand. Provides for 14 cents per Mef 
from Sept. 1, 1967, to June 30, 1968, 15 cents per Mef from July 1, 1968, to June 30, 1972, 
and 16 cents per Mef from July 1, 1972, to June 30, 1978, for production down to the 
Top of the Morrow Sand. Provides for 16 cents per Mcf from Sept. 1, 1967, to June 30, 
1968, 17 cents from July 1, 1968 to June 30, 1972, and 18 cents per ‘Mef from July 1, 
1972, to June 30, 1978, for production below Top of Morrow 8: and. Provides for upward 
and downward B.t.u. adjustment for Chase Group of Wolfcamp Series of the Permian 
Basin System. 

21 Production from base of Chase Group to base of Wolfeamp Sand. 

2 Production down to base of Chase Group of Wolfcamp Series includes 0.1282-cent 
upward B.t.u. adjustment. Proposed base rate of 12.5 cents subject to upward and 
downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

2 Production from base of Wolfeamp to Top of Morrow Sand. 

% Production below Top of Morrow Sand. 


posed contract amendments and rate 
increases. Northern Natural Gas Pro- 
ducing Co. (Operator) et al. (Northern 
Natural), request waiver of the notice 
requirement to permit its proposed con- 
tract amendment and rate increases to 
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become effective as of January 15, 1968. 
Good cause has not been shown for 
waiving the 30-day notice requirement 
provided in section 4(d) of the Natural 
Gas Act to permit earlier effective dates 
for the aforementioned producers’ rate 
filings and such requests are denied. 
Mobil, Humble Oil & Refining Co., and 
Northern Natural request that their rate 
filings be accepted without suspension 
and if they are suspended, the sus- 
pension period be limited to 1 day. Good 
cause has not been shown for granting, 
Mobil, Humble, and Northern Natural’s 
requests to limit to 1 day the suspension 
periods with respect to their rate filings 
and such requests are denied. 

McDermott is fracturing its contrac- 
tually due rate of 24.675 cents and pro- 
posing an increase to 23.55 cents for gas 
sold pursuant to a rate schedule in- 
cluded in Opinion No. 436, Union Texas 
Petroleum et al., Docket Nos. G-—13221 
et al., South Louisiana and adjacent off- 
shore initial “in-line” certificate pro- 
ceeding (CA10-7912 et al.). This sale 
was initially made under a temporary 
certificate conditioned to an initial rate 
of 21.25 cents and contained a Condition 
(2) provision prohibiting changes in the 
initial rate unless ordered by the Com- 
mission in the related certificate pro- 
ceeding, Docket No. CI63-301. Opinion 
No. 436 granted a permanent certificate 
to McDermott conditioned to an initial 
rate of 20 cents but the reduction in 
price was stayed pursuant to Opinion 
No. 436—A. Consistent therewith, McDer- 
mott has continued to sell the gas at the 
21.25-cent rate conditioned in the tem- 
porary certificate. Although McDermott 
did not request waiver of Condition (2), 
we conclude that Condition (2) of the 
temporary certificate issued in Docket 
No. CI63-301 should be waived to permit 
McDermott’s notice of change in rate to 
be filed since service was commenced 
under such authorization more than 3 
years ago. 

Concurrently with the filing of their 
proposed rate increases, Mobil and 
Northern Natural submitted contract 
amendments dated November 27, 1967, 
designated as Supplement Nos. 7 and 13 
to Mobil’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule Nos. 
85 and 284, respectively, and Supplement 
No. 100 to Northern Natural’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 2, which provide the 
basis for their proposed rate increases. 
We believe that it would be in the public 
interest to accept for filing Mobil and 
Northern Natural’s proposed contract 
amendments to become effective on Feb- 
ruary 11, 1968 (Mobil), and February 15, 
1968 (Northern Natural), the expiration 
dates of the statutory notice, but not 
the proposed rates contained therein 
which are suspended as hereinafter 
ordered. 

All of the producers’ - proposed in- 
creased rates and charges exceed the ap- 
plicable area price levels for increased 
rates as set forth in the Commission’s 
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended (18 CFR 2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 
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NOTICES 


The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause exists for waiving 
Condition (2) in the temporary certifi- 
cate issued in Docket No. CI63-301 with 
respect to McDermott’s notice of change, 
designated as Supplement No. 3 to Mc- 
Dermott’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 17, 
and that such notice of change be per- 
mitted to be filed as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) Good cause has been shown for 
accepting for filing Mobil and Northern 
Natural’s contract amendments dated 
November 27, 1967, designated as Sup- 
plement Nos. 7 and 13 to Mobil’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule Nos. 85 and 284, re- 
spectively, and Supplement No. 100 to 
Northern Natural’s FPC Gas Rate Sched- 
ule No. 2, and for permitting such sup- 
plements to become effective on February 
11, 1968 (Mobil), and February 15, 1968 
(Northern Natural), the expiration dates 
of the statutory notice. 

(3) Except for the supplements set 
forth in paragraph (2) above, it is neces- 
sary and proper in the public interest 
and to aid in the enforcement of the 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act that 
the Commission enter upon hearings 
concerning the lawfulness of the pro- 
posed changes, and that the above-desig- 
nated supplements be suspended and the 
use thereof deferred as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Condition (2) in the temporary 
certificate issued in Docket No. CI63-301 
is hereby waived with respect to Mc- 
Dermott’s notice of change, designated as 
Supplement No. 3 to McDermott’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 17, and such rate 
change is hereby permitted to be filed. 

(B) Mobil and Northern Natural’s 
contract amendments dated November 
27, 1967, designated as Supplement Nos. 
7 and 13 to Mobil’s FPC Gas Rate Sched- 
ule Nos. 85 and 284, respectively, and 
Supplement No. 100 to Northern Natu- 
ral’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 2, are 
accepted for filing and permitted to be- 
come effective on February 11, 1968 (Mo- 
bil), and February 15, 1968 (Northern 
Natural). 

(C) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu- 
lations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR, Ch. I), public hearings shall 
be held upon dates to be fixed by notices 
from the Secretary concerning the law- 
fulness of the proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the above- 
designated supplements (except those 
supplements set forth in paragraph (B) 
above). 

(D) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated supple- 
ments are hereby suspended and the use 
thereof deferred until the date indicated 
in the above “Date Suspended Until’ 
column; and thereafter until such fur- 
ther time as they are made effective in 
the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(E) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis- 
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posed of or until the periods of suspen- 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 

(F) Notices of intervention or peti- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before March 29, 1968. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1915; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP68-221] 
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


FEBRUARY 9, 1968. 

Take notice that on February 5, 1968, 
Northern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68102, 
filed in Docket No. CP68-221 an applica- 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au- 
thorizing the construction and operation 
of certain natural gas facilities and for 
the sale and delivery of additional 
volumes of natural gas to its Peoples 
Division, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant proposes to in- 
stall and operate a sales measuring sta- 
tion to enable it to deliver volumes of 
natural gas to the Municipal Utilities of 
Cedar Falls, Iowa (Cedar Falls), for use 
in a proposed gas turbine generator. The 
annual sales to Cedar Falls are estimated 
to be 127,242 Mcf and will be made on 
an interruptible basis pursuant to the 
effective service agreement between 
Applicant and Cedar Falls. 

The estimated cost of the measuring 
station and appurtenances is $26,810, 
which cost will be reimbursed by Cedar 
Falls. 

Applicant also requests authority to 
provide an increase to 180 Mcf per day of 
contract demand to its Peoples Division 
to meet the requirements of Meinerz 
Creamery, Fredericksburg, Iowa. Such 
increase will produce incremental annual 
sales of 44,430 Mcf. 


Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before March 8, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time 
required herein, if the Commission on 
its own review of the matter finds that 





16, 1968 


3090 


a grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. If 
a protest or petition for leave to inter- 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


68-1916; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File Nos. 7-2837—7-2839 ] 
PITTSTON CO. ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Unlisted 
Trading Privileges and of Oppor- 
tunity for Hearing ‘ 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 

In the matter of applications of 
the Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock Exchange for unlisted trading 
privileges in certain securities. 

The above-named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities are 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 


File No. 


[F.R. Doc. 


Pittston Co 
Squibb Beech-Nut, iuc 
Cyprus Mines Corp 


Uron receipt of a request, on or before 
February 27, 1968, from any interested 
person, the Commission will determine 
whether the application with respect to 
any of the companies named shall be set 
down for hearing. Any such request 
should state briefly the title of the secu- 
rity in which he is interested, the nature 
of the interest of the person making the 
request, and the position he proposes to 
take at the hearing, if ordered. In addi- 
tion, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on any of the said applications by means 
of a letter addressed to the Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C., not later than the 
date specified. If no one requests a hear- 
ing with respect to any particular appli- 
cation, such application will be deter- 
mined by order of the Commission on the 
basis of the facts stated therein and 
other information contained in the offi- 
cial files of the Commission pertaining 
thereto. 


NOTICES 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1932; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[70-4588] 
WHEELING ELECTRIC CO. 


Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale 
of Short-Term Notes to Banks 


FEBRUARY 12, 1968. 


Notice is hereby given that Wheeling 
Electric Co. (“Wheeling”) , 51 16th Street, 
Wheeling, W. Va., a West Virginia cor- 
poration and a public-utility subsidiary 
company of American Electric Power Co., 
Inc., a registered holding company, has 
filed a declaration with this Commission, 
pursuant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act’’), designat- 
ing sections 6 and 7 thereof as applicable 
to the proposed transactions. All inter- 
ested persons are referred to the declara- 
tion, which is summarized below, for a 
complete statement of the proposed 
transactions. 

Pursuant to a bank loan agreement 
entered into by Wheeling with five com- 
mercial banks, Wheeling -proposes to 
borrow from time to time prior to 
December 31, 1968, an aggregate of 
$2 million to be evidenced by its un- 
secured notes. Wheeling requests the 
Commission’s approval for the issue and 
sale of such amount of notes not exempt 
pursuant to the first sentence of section 
6b) of the Act. The notes will be issued 
and sold to the following banks in the 
indicated principal amounts: 
Mellon National Bank & Trust Co., 

Pittsburgh, Pa 
Bankers Trust Co., New York, 

WE acai nin eee cctie cates 
First National City Bank, New 

Sa: © ile i cistevicetactociccastnieeiencinsalaiiiaiaapistinen te 
Morgan Guaranty Trust Co. of 

New York, New York, N.Y_----- 
Manufacturers Hanover Trust Co., 

Be THR: Fe cine aecsinnn 


280, 000 


280, 000 


The notes will mature not later than 
270 days after the date of issue or re- 
newal, and will bear interest at an an- 
nual rate equal to the prime credit rate 
(presently 6 percent per annum). The 
notes may be prepaid at any time with- 
out premium. 

Wheeling will use the proceeds from 
the sale of the notes, to reimburse its 
treasury for past expenditures in con- 
nection with its construction program 
and to provide funds to finance, in part, 
its future construction program, esti- 
mated for 1968 to cost approximately 
$4,500,000, and for other corporate 
purposes. : 

It is represented that fees and ex- 
penses to be incurred in connection with 
the proposed transactions will not ex- 
ceed $500 and that, at present, no regu- 
latory commission other than this Com- 
mission has jurisdiction over the pro- 
posed transactions. 
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Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than 
March 13, 1968, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said declaration which he 


desires to controvert; or he may request- 


that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the declarant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in the case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. At any time after 
said date the declaration, as filed or as 
it may be amended, may be permitted to 
become effective as provided in Rule 23 
of the general rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act or the Com- 
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re- 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered will receive notice 
of further developments in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 


Secretary. 


68-1933; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


_Wage and Hour Division 


CERTIFICATES AUTHORIZING THE 
EMPLOYMENT OF LEARNERS AT 
SPECIAL MINIMUM WAGES 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended, 
29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.) and Administrative 
Order No. 595 (31 F.R. 12981) the firms 
listed in this notice have been issued 
special certificates authorizing the em- 
ployment of learners at hourly wage 
rates lower than the minimum wage 
rates otherwise applicable under section 
6 of the act. For each certificate, the 
effective and expiration dates, number 
or proportion of learners and the princi- 
pal product manufactured by the estab- 
lishment are as indicated. Conditions on 
occupations, wage rates, and learning 
periods which are provided in certificates 
issued under the supplemental industry 
regulations cited in the captions below 
are as established in those regulations; 
such conditions in certificates not issued 
under the supplemental industry regula- 
tions are as indicated. 

Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended and 


29 CFR 522.20 to 522.25, as amended). 


[F.R. Doc. 


16, 1968 





total 


The following normal labor turnover 
certificates authorize 10 percent of the 
number of factory production 
workers except as otherwise indicated. 


Acme Garment Co., Wentzville, Mo.; 1-17 
68 to 1-16-69; 10 learners (women’s sports. 
wear). 

Allen Garment Co., Nashville, Tenn.; 1—-12- 
68 to 1-11-69 (sport shirts) . 

Angelica Uniform Co., Plant No. 1, Moun- 
tain View, Mo.; 1-12-68 to 1-11-69 (men’s 
outerwear coats). 

Bali Bra Manufacturing Co., Inc., Johns- 
town, Pa.; 2-468 to 2-3-69 (brassieres). 

Berwick Shirt Co., Inc., Berwick, Pa.; 
1-30-68 to 1-29-69 (men’s sport shirts). 

Big-Dad Manufacturing Co., Inc., Starke, 
Fla.; 1-23-68 to 1-22-69 (men's and boys’ 
work pants). 

Big Yank Corp., Water Valley, Miss.; 
1-28-68 to 1-27-69 (men’s and boys’ dress 
trousers). 


Blount Manufacturing Co., Blountsville, 
Ala.; 1-14-68 to 1-13-69 (children’s 
apparel). 


Byrds Manufacturing Corp., Albany, Ky.; 
1-9-68 to 1-8-69 (ladies’ shirts) . 

C & J Manufacturing Co., Eastman, Ga.; 
1-22-68 to 1-21-69 (boys’ sport and dress 
shirts). 

C & M Sportswear Manufacturing Co., 
Meshoppen, Pa.; 2—1-#8 to 1-31-69; 10 learn- 
ers (men’s outerwear jackets and ladies’ ski 
jackets). 

Carthage Garment Corp., Carthage, Miss.; 
1-22-68 to 1-21-69 (boys’ sport shirts). 

Chester Manufacturing Co., Inc., Hender- 
son, Tenn.; 1-31-68 to 1-30-69. (juvenile 
pants). 

City Shirt Corp., Mahanoy City, Pa.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s sport shirts). 

Colshire Manufacturing Co., Inc., Morgan- 
town, W. Va.; 2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s pa- 
jamas). 

Cowden-Greenville Co., Greenville, Ky.; 
1-25-68 to 1-24-69 (men’s and boys’ dun- 
garees). 


Cowden-Stanford Co., Stanford, Ky.; 
1-19-68 to 1-18-69 (men’s and _ Dboys’ 
dungarees). 

Decatur Shirt Corp., Decatur, Miss.; 


1-11-68 to 1-10-69 (boys’ sport shirts). 

Diaper Jeans, Inc., Denison, Tex.; 1-26-68 
to 1-25-69 (infants’ dresses and diapers). 

Dickson-Jenkins Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
Fort Worth, Tex.; 2-2-68 to 2-1-69 (men’s, 
ladies’, and children’s pants and shirts). 

Dillon Manufacturing Co., Savannah, 
Tenn.; 1-11-68 to 1-10-69 (men’s washable 
shirts). 

Donlin Sportswear, Inc., 
Tenn.; 1-27-68 to 1-26-69 
shirts). 

E & W of Dover, Inc., Dover, Tenn.; 1-24-68 
to 1-23-69 (work pants). 

E & W of Paragould, Inc., Paragould, Ark.; 
2-5-68 to 2-4-69 (boys’ sport shirts). 

E & W of Yazoo City, Inc., Yazoo City, 
Miss.; 2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s pajamas). 

Eastwill Sportswear Co., Inc., Greenwood, 
8.C.; 2-2-68 to 2-1-69 (men’s and boys’ sport 
shirts). 

Emporia Garment Co., Inc., Emporia, Va.; 
1-24-68 to 1-23-69 (children’s dresses) . 

The Enro Shirt Co., Inc., Madisonville, Ky.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (sport shirts). 

Fairfield Manufacturing Co., Winnsboro, 
5.C.; 2-20-68 to 2-19-69 (ladies’ dresses). 

Glamorise Foundations, Inc., Dermott, 
Ark.; 1-24-68 to 1-23-69 (ladies’ brassieres 
and girdles). 

Gloria Manufacturing Corp., Newport 
News, Va.; 1-20-68 to 1-19-69 (children’s 
dresses and sportswear). 

Hamburg Shirt Corp., Hamburg, Ark.; 
2-2-68 to 2-1-69 (boys’ shirts). 


New Tazewell, 
(men’s sport 
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NOTICES 


Md.; 
10 learners (men’s work 


Hebron Pants Factory, Hebron, 
2-4-68 to 2-3-69; 
pants). 

Huggins Garment Co., Inc., Donalds, S.C.; 
1-29-68 to 1-28-69 (men’s and boys’ sport 
shirts). 

Huggins Garment Co., Inc., Due West, 
S.C.; 1-26-68 to 1-25-69 (men’s and boys’ 
shirts). 

Imperial Reading Corp., Lynchburg, Va.; 
1-13-68 to 1-12-69 (women’s and girls’ 
sportswear). 

Imperial Reading Corp., Anniston, Ala.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s, boys’ and ladies’ 
dungarees). 

The Jay Garment Co., Brookville, Ind.; 1- 
24-68 to 1-23-69 (boys’ cotton pants). 

The Jay Garment Co., Portland, Ind.; 1- 
24-68 to 1-23-69 (men’s cotton clothing). 

Jomax Apparel Co., York, Pa.; 2-1-68 to 
1-31-69; 10 learners (ladies’ dresses) . 

Kinston Shirt Co., Kinston, N.C.; 
68 to 1-30-69 (men’s shirts). 

L & H Shirt Co., Cochran, Ga.; 1-22-68 to 
1-21-69 (boys’ sport and dress shirts) . 

The H. D. Lee Co., Inc., Sulphur Springs, 
Tex.; 1-20-68 to 1-19-69 (pants). 

Louisburg Sportswear Co., Louisburg, N.C.; 
1-18-68 to 5-23-68 (replacement certificate) 
(men’s and boys’ knitted sport shirts) . 

The Manhattan Shirt Co., Ashburn, Ga.; 
1-17-68 to 1-16-69 (men's pajamas and sport 
shirts) . 

The Manhattan Shirt Co., Salisbury, Md.; 
1-30-68 to 1-29-69 (men’s and ladies’ shirts). 

Mode O'Day Co., No. 6. Ottawa, Kans.; 1> 
11-68 to 1-10-69; 10 learners (ladies’ dresses) . 

Mount Airy Pants Factory, Mount Airy, 
Md.; 1-29-68 to 1-28-69; 10 learners (men’s 
work pants). 

Powellville Pants Factory, Powellville, Md.; 
1-27-68 to 1-26-69; 10 learners (men’s work 
pants). 

Prairie Manufacturing Co., East Prairie, 
Mo.; 1-30-68 to 1-29-69; 10 learners (men’s 
and boys’ dress pants). 

Primo Pants Co., Versailles,.Mo.; 2—-1-68 to 
1-31-69 (men’s pants). 3 

Princess Kent, Inc., Fort Kent, Maine; 
1-15-68 to 1-14-69; 10 learners (children’s 
cotton nightwear). 

Publix Shirt Corp., Hazleton, Pa.; 1-30-68 
to 1-29-69 (men’s and boys’ dress and sport 
shirts). 

The Raleigh Corp., Raleigh, Miss.; 1-31-68 
to 1-30-69 (ladies’ slacks). 

Rosebud Manufacturing Co., Division of 
Athlone Industries, Inc., Vidalia, Ga.; 2—1-68 
to 1-31-69 (women’s lingerie). 

Salant & Salant, Inc., Loretto, Tenn.; and 
Lawrenceburg, Tenn.; 1-20-68 to 1-19-69 
(men’s and boys’ outerwear jackets). 

Samsons Manufacturing Corp., Wilson, 
N.C.; 2-9-68 to 2-8-69 (men’s dresse shirts). 

Shamrock of Dublin, Ltd., Dublin, Ga.; 
1-30-68 to 1-29-69 (men’s dress slacks). 

Siceloff Manufacturing Co., Inc., Lexing- 
ton, N.C.; 2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s and 
boys’ pants). 

Henry I. Siegel Co., Inc., Tiptonville, Tenn.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (outerwear coats). 

Smith Brothers Manufacturing Co., Car- 
thage, Mo.; 2-10-68 to 2-9-69 (men’s. 
overalls). 

Smith Brothers Manufacturing Co., Lamar, 
Mo.; 2-10-68 to 2-9-69; 10 learners (men’s 
work jackets and jeans). 

Smith Brothers Manufacturing Co., Neo- 
sho, Mo.; 2-10-68 to 2-9-69 (men’s work 
pants and jeans). 

Sparta Garment Co., Inc., Sparta, Ga.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69 (men’s and boys’ trousers). 

Spartans Industries, Inc., Dunlap, Tenn.; 
1-18-68 to 1-17-69 (ladies’ blouses and 
dresses) . 

W. E. Stephens Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
Watertown, Tenn.; 1-14-68 to 1-13-69; 10 
learners (men’s, boys’, ladies’, and girls’ sport 
shirts). 


1-31- 
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Stitchcraft, Inc., Athens, Ga.; 1-10-68 to 
1-9-69; 10 learners (ladies’ dresses). 

Levi Strauss & Co., Murphy, N.C.; 2-1-68 
to 1-31-69 (men’s trousers). 

Levi Strauss & Co., Warsaw, Va.; 
to 1-29-69 (cotton pants). 

Sturgis Clothing Co., Sturgis, Ky.; 2—1-68 
to 1-31-69 (men’s pants). 

Swirl, Inc., Easley, S.C.; 1-13-68 to 1-12-69 
(women’s dresses) . 

Tennessee Overall Co., Tullahoma, Tenn.; 
1-29-68 to 1-28-69 (men’s pants). 

Thompkinsvile Manufacturing Co., 
Thompkinsville, Ky.; 2-13-68 to 2-12-69 
(men’s work pants). 

The Turner Manufacturing Co., Goodletts- 
ville, Tenn.; 1-10-68 to 1-9-69 (ladies’ and 
girls’ blouses). 

The Warner Bros Co., Thomasville, Ga.; 
12-28-67 to 12-27-68 (corsets and brassieres) . 

Wilker Bros. Co., Inc., McKenzie, Tenn.; 
1-17-68 to 1-16-69 (men’s, boys’, and ladies 
cotton pajamas). 


The following plant expansion certifi- 
cates were issued authorizing the num- 
ber of learners indicated. 


Angelica Corp., Mountain View, Mo.; 
1-18-68 to 7-17-68; 20 learners (men’s wash- 
able service apparel). 

Chester Manufacturing Co., Inc., Hender- 
son, Tenn.; 1-31-68 to 7-30-68; 40 learners 
(juvenile pants). 

Glamorise Foundations, Inc., Dermott, 
Ark.; 1-24-68 to 7-23-68; 50 learners (ladies’ 
girdles, brassieres, and lingerie). 

Kellwood Co., Coffeeville, Miss.; 1-5-68 to 
7-4-68; 50 learners (boys’ pants). 

Morris Maler Manufacturers Co., Prescott, 
Ark.; 2—1-68 to 7-31-68; 25 learners (ladies’ 
blouses, outerwear jackets, and pants). 

Somerville Manufacturers Co., Inc., Vivian, 
La.; 1-29-68 to 7-28-68; 100 learners (men’s 
pants). 


Cigar Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended and 
29 CFR 522.80 to 522.85, as amended). 


Jno. H. Swisher & Son, Inc., Cullman, Ala.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69; 10 percent of the total 
number of factory production workers for 
normal labor turnover purposes. 

Jno. H. Swisher & Son, Inc., Jacksonville, 
Fla.; 2-1-68 to 1-31-69; 10 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes. 

Jno. H. Swisher & Son, Inc., Waycross, Ga.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69; 10 percent of the total 
number of factory production workers for 
normal labor turnover purposes. 


Glove Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 552.1 to 522.9, as amended and 
29 CFR 522.60 to 522.65, as amended). 


Coshocton Plant, Edmont-Wilson Division, 
Coshocton, Ohio; 2—-1-68 to 1-31-69; 10 per- 
cent of the total number of machine stitchers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (work 
gloves). 

Indianapolis Glove Co., Inc., Mount Ida, 
Ark.; 1-22-68 to 1-21-69; 10 percent of the 
total number of machine stitchers for normal 
labor turnover purposes (gloves). 

Mount Vernon Plant, Edmont-Wilson Divi- 
sion, Mount Vernon, Ohio; 1-31-68 to 1-30— 
69; 10 percent of the total number of machine 
stitchers for normal labor turnover purposes 
(work gloves). 

Mount Vernon Plant, Edmont-Wilson Divi- 
sion, Mount Vernon, Ohio; 1-31-68 to 7-30— 
68; 20 learners for plant expansion purposes 
(work gloves). 


Hosiery Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended and 
29 CFR 522.40 to 522.43, as amended). 


1-30-68 
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Belmont Hosiery Mills, Inc., Belmont, N.C.; 
2-1-68 to 1-31-69; 5 percent of the total 
number of factory production workers for 
normal labor turnover purposes (seamless). 

U.S. Industries, Inc., Grenada, Miss.; 1—25- 
68 to 1-24-69; 5 percent of the total number 
of factory production workers for normal 
labor turnover purposes (seamless). 


Knitted Wear Industry Learner Regu- 
lations (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as 
amended and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522.35, as 
amended). 


The H. W. Gossard Co., Bristow, Okla.; 
1-20-68 to 1-19-69; 5 percent of the total 
number of factory production workers for 
normal labor turnover purposes (women’s 
knit and woven underwear). 

H. W. Gossard Co., Poplar Bluff, Mo.; 
2-468 to 2-3-69; 5 percent of the total num- 
ber of factory production workers for normal 
labor turnover purposes (women’s underwear 
and nightwear). 

The H. W. Gossard Co., Troy, Mo.; 1-27-68 
to 1-26-69; 5 percent of the total number of 
factory production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes (women’s underwear and 
nightwear). 

Mistee Lingerie, Inc., Boyertown, Pa.; 1-25— 
68 to 1-24-69; 5 percent of the total number 
of factory production workers for normal 
labor turnover purposes (ladies’ lingerie). 

Walter W. Moyer Co., Inc., Ephrata, Pa.; 
2-1-68° to 1-31-69; 5 percent of the total 
number of factory production workers for 
normal labor turnover purposes (knit under- 
wear). 

Paul-Bruce Manufacturing Co., Scotland 
Neck, N.C.; 1-25-68 to 7-24-68; 20 learners 
for plant expansion purposes (ladies’ sleep- 
wear). 

Penn-Mor Manufacturing Corp., Tempe, 
Ariz.; 2-1-68 to 1-31-69; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (infants’ 
knit underwear). 

Russell Mills Inc., Montgomery, Ala.; 2-1-68 
to 1-31-69; 5 percent of the total number of 
factory production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes (tee shirts). 


Regulations Applicable to the Employ- 
ment of Learners (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, 
as amended). 


The following learner certificates were 
issued in Puerto Rico to the companies 
hereinafter named. The effective and ex- 
piration dates, learner rates, occupa- 
tions, learning periods, and the number 
of learners authorized to be employed, 
are indicated. 


Adele Manufacturing Corp., Rio Grande, 
P.R.; 12-18-67 to 12-17-68; 5 learners for 
normal labor turnover purposes in the oc- 
cupation of sewing machine operating, for 
a learning period of 320 hours at the rate of 
84 cents an hour (men’s cotton shorts). 

Alfredo Manufacturing Corp., Rio Grande, 
P.R.; 12-18-67 to 12-17-68; 19 learners for 
normal labor turnover purposes in the occu- 
pation of sewing machine operating, final 
pressing, each for a learning period of 320 
hours at the rates of 84 cents an hour. 

Central Knitting Mills, Inc., San German, 
P.R.; 1-12-68 to 7-11-68; 8 learners for plant 
expansion purposes in the occupations of: 
(1) Knitting for a learning period of 480 
hours at the rates of 98 cents an hour for 
the first 240 hours and $1.15 an hour for the 
remaining 240 hours, and (2) machine stitch- 
ing, for a learning period of 320 hours at 
the rates of 98 cents an hour for the first 
160 hours and $1.15 an hour for the remain- 
ing 160 hours (ladies’ sweaters). 
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Moca Mills, Inc., Moca, P.R.; 12-18-67 to 
12-17-68; 5 learners for normal labor turn- 
over purposes in the occupation of sewing 
machine operating, for a learning period of 
320 hours at the rate of 84 cents an hour 
(men’s and boys’ briefs). 

Plata Gloves, Inc., Cayey, P.R.; 12-29-67 to 
12-28-68; 11 learners for normal labor turn- 
over purposes in the occupation of sewing 
machine operating, for a learning period of 
480 hours at the rates of 90 cents an hour for 
the first 240 hours and $1.03 an hour for the 
remaining 240 hours (ladies’ fabric and 
leather gloves). 


Each learner certificate has been is- 
sued upon the representations of the em- 
ployer, which, among other things, were 
that employment of learners at special 
minimum wages is necessary in order to 
prevent curtailment of opportunities for 
employment, and that experienced work- 
ers for the learner occupations are not 
available. Any person aggrieved by the 
issuance of any of these certificates may 
seek a review or reconsideration thereof 
within 15 days after publication of this 
notice in the FepERAL REGISTER pursuant 
to the provisions of 29 CFR 522.9. The 
certificates may be annulled or with- 
drawn, as indicated therein, in the man- 
ner provided in 29 CFR, Part 528. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 2d 
day of February 1968. 


Rosert G. GRONEWALD, 
Authorized Representative 
of the Administrator. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-1931; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 548] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


Feervary 13, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 CFR 
Part 340) published in the Feperat REc- 
IsTeR, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that pro- 
tests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the FeperaL ReEGIsTer publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date 
of notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the FepERAL REGISTER. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 
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No. MC 108068 (Sub-No. 63 TA), filed 
February 7, 1968. Applicant: U.S.A.C, 
TRANSPORT, INC., 25200 West Six Mile 
Road, Rural Route No. 2, Big Oak Acres, 
Dover, Del. (office) , Detroit, Mich. 48240. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Aircraft 
parts, aircraft assemblies, and related 
equipment for aircraft, requiring special 
handling or special equipment, between 
points in King and Snohomish Counties, 
Wash., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Tulsa, Okla.; Dallas, Tex.; 
Wichita, Kans.; and Litchfield Park, 
Ariz.; and from points in King and 
Snohomish Counties, Wash.; to New- 
bury Park, Chula Vista, and Riverside, 
Calif. Restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to The Boeing Co. in King 
and Snohomish Counties, Wash., for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: The Boeing 
Co., Commercial Airplane Division, Post 
Office Box 707, Renton, Wash. 98055. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Gerald J. Davis, Bureau of Operations, 
1110 Broderick Tower, 10 Witherell, 
Detroit, Mich. 48220. 

No. MC 114725 (Sub-No. 38 TA), filed 
February 8, 1968. Applicant: WYNNE 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., 2606 
North 11th Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68110. 
Applicant’s representative: J. Max 
Harding, 300 N.E.S.A. Building, 14th and 
J Street, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals and fertilizers, 
in bulk, from storage facilities of Terra 
Chemicals International, Inc., at or near 
Lincoln, Nebr. (Air Park West), to points 
in Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, 
South Dakota, and Wyoming, for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: Terra Chem- 
icals International, Inc., 201 Davidson 
Building, Sioux City, Iowa 51101. Send 
protests to: K. P. Kohrs, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 705 Federal Office 
Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 233 TA), filed 
February 8, 1968. Applicant: ROBERT- 
SON TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk 
Avenue, Post Office Box 1505, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. Applicant’s representative: 
J. C. Browder (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ground 
barite, in bulk, in tank trailers, from 
Abbeville, La., to Intracoastal City, La., 
on traffic having a prior movement by 
rail, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Oil Base, Inc. (Arnold C. Joyce, Assistant 
to General Manager), 3625 Southwest 
Freeway, Houston, Tex. 77027. Send pro- 
tests to: District Supervisor John C. 
Redus, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Post Office Box 
61212, Houston, Tex. 77061. 

No. MC 119489 (Sub-No. 17 TA), filed 
February 8, 1968. Applicant: PAUL 
ABLER, doing business as CENTRAL 
TRANSPCRT COMPANY, Post Office 


Box 714, Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s 
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representative: J. Max Harding, Post Of- 
fice Box 2028, 300 NSEA Building, 605 
South 14th Street, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals and fer- 
tilizers in bulk, from storage facilities 
of Terra Chemicals International, Inc., 
at or near Lincoln, Nebr. (Air Park 
West), to points in Colorado, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Missouri, South Dakota, and Wyo- 
ming, for 150 days. Supporting shipper: 
Terra Chemicals International, Inc., 
Kenneth G. Moe, Assistant Manager of 
Traffic and Order Processing, 201 David- 
son Building, Sioux City, Iowa 51101. 
Send protests to: Carroll Russell, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 304 Post 
Office Building, Sioux City, Iowa 51101. 

No. MC 124522 (Sub-No. 3 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed January 15, 1968, pub- 
lished FepERAL REGISTER, issue of January 
23, 1968, and republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: CARLO C. 
DROGO, Delaware Avenue, Landisville, 
N.J. 08326. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Con- 
crete products, from Berlin and Wil- 
liamstown Junction, N.J., and Baltimore, 
Md., to Philadelphia, Pa., for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Formigli Corp., Ber- 
lin, N.J. Send protests to: Raymond T. 
Jones, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, 410 Post Office Building, 402 
East State Street, Trenton, N.J. 08608. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to show that applicant has no repre- 
sentative, as shown in previous publica- 
tion in error. 

No. MC 126925 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
February 8, 1968. Applicant: MARTIN 
VAN & STORAGE CO., INC., 901 Joy 
Road, Post Office Box 4036 (Beallwood 
Branch), Columbus, Ga. 31904. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Alan F. Wohlstet- 
ter, 1 Farragut Square South, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Used household goods, between the 
ports of New Orleans, La.; Mobile, Ala.; 








































































































































































































































































IK § Jacksonville, Fla.; Savannah, Ga.: and 
m, Charleston, S.C., on the one hand, and, 
ve. on the other, points in Georgia, Alabama, 
e). Mississippi, Louisiana, Florida, South 
ve Carolina, North Carolina, Tennessee, and 
ver Kentucky, restricted to import-export 
ind shipments in containers moving on 
om ] through bill of lading of freight for- 
u8.., warders operating under the exemption 
by | of section 402(b)(2) of the Interstate 
er. Commerce Act, for 180 days. Supporting 
ant § shippers: There are approximately 10 
vest statements of support attached to the 
ro- application, which may be examined here 

C. | at the Interstate Commerce Commission 
tate | in Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
Box | which may be examined at the field office 
‘ named below. Send protests to: William 
iled | L. Scroggs, District Supervisor, Inter- 
AUL }| state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
RAL § Operations, Room 309, 1252 West Peach- 
ffice tree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 
nt’s | No. MC 128235 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 





February 8, 1968. Applicant: 
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JOHNSON, Post Office Box 95, Hinckley, 
Minn. 55037. Applicant’s representative: 
Earl Hacking, 503 11th Avenue South, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55415. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverage, in con- 
tainers, from the plant of the Kings- 
bury Division of G. Heileman Brewing 
Co. at Sheboygan, Wis., to Rush City, 
Minn., for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: McDonald Distributing Co., Rush 
City, Minn. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor, A. E. Rathert, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 448 Federal Building and US. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 128337 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
February 8, 1968. Applicant: ZED 
DAVIS, 1401 State Street, Washington, 
Ind. 47501. Applicant’s representative: 
James R. Arthur, 408-409 Peoples Bank 
Building, Washington, Ind. 47501. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages and 
empty containers for malt beverages, 
from Peoria, Ill., to Bloomfield, Ind.; 
from Newport, Ky., to Bloomfield, Ind., 
and from Louisville, Ky., to Petersburg, 
Ind., for 180 days. Supporting shippers: 
D & D Beverage Corp., Petersburg, Ind.; 
Greene County Distributing Co., Bloom- 
field, Ind. Send protests to: District Su- 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 802 Century 
Building, 36 South Pennsylvania Street, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. 

No. MC 128375 (Sub-No. 16 TA), filed 
February 7, 1968. Applicant: CRETE 
CARRIER CORPORATION, 15th and 
Main, Post Office Box 249, Crete, Nebr. 
68333. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard Peterson, Post Office Box 806, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Equipment, materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of metal and 
fiberglass containers, industrial blenders 
and dump station machines, frank- 
furter processing machines, sand blast- 
ers, truck hoists, tractor stilts, stock tank 
heaters, farm fertilizer applicators, and 
nurse tank wagons, from Willoughby, 
Jackson Center, Botkins, Middletown, 
and Cincinnati, Ohio; Butler, Pa.; Gary, 
Ind.; Chicago, Franklin Park, and 
Quincy, Ill.; Guymon, Okla.; Ashland, 
Ky.; Dallas and Houston, Tex.; Des 
Moines, Davenport, Webster City, and 
Peny, Iowa; Wausau, Wis.; St. Paul, 
Minn.; Kansas City, Kans.; and Kansas 
City, Mo.; to Lenox, Iowa; Beatrice, 
Nebr.; and the port of entry on the 
international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or near 
Detroit, Mich.; under a continuing con- 
tract with Tote System, Division Hoover 
Ball & Bearing Co., for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Tote Systems Division, 
Post Office Box 456, Beatrice, Nebr. 
68310. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor, Max H. Johnston, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 

mission, 315 Post Office Building, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68508. 
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No. MC 129350 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
February 7, 1968. Applicant: CHARLES 
E. WOLFE, doing business as EVER- 
GREEN EXPRESS, 410 North 10th 
Street, Billings, Mont. 59101. Applicant’s 
representative: J. F. Meglen, 207 Behner 
Building, 2822 Third Avenue North, 
Billings, Mont. 59101. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Canned goods, from Red Lodge, 
Mont., to Sheridan, Wyo.; Denver, 
Pueblo, Fort Lupton, Brighton, and 
Longmont, Colo.; Seattle and Walla 
Walla, Wash.; Los Angeles and San 
Francisco, Calif.; Bismarck and Fargo, 
N. Dak.; Ortonville and Arlington, 
Minn.; and Durand, Wis.; and from 
Durand, Wis.; Ortonville and Arlington, 
Minn.; Walla Walla, Waesh.; Cowley, 
Wyo.; Brighton, Longmont, and Fort 
Lupton, Colo.; to Red Lodge, Mont.; 
empty container supplies, from Denver, 
Colo.; Pocatello, Idaho; and Walla 
Walla, Wash.; to Red Lodge, Mont., for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Red Lodge 
Canning Co., Inc., Red Lodge, Mont. 
59068. Send protests to: Paul J. Labane, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, 251 U.S. Post Office Building, 
Billings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 129696 TA, filed February 8, 
1968. Applicant: E. L. DOHERTY AND 
RICHARD B. COOK, doing business as 
INTERSTATE RESIDENTIAL MOV- 
ERS, 2257 South Downing Street, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80210. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Personal effects and household 
goods, between points in Denver, Adams, 
Jefferson, and Arapahoe Counties, Colo., 
restricted to shipments having a prior 
or subsequent movement in interstate 
commerce, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
pers: Cornelius Moynihan, 6196 South 
Josephine Way, Littleton, Colo.; Mary 
K. Cevallos, 1225 Dallas, Aurora, Colo.; 
Lynn Owens, 1431 Glenarm Street, Den- 
ver, Colo.; Opal Miller, 9405 West Cedar 
Avenue, Lakewood, Colo. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor C. W. Buckner, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 2022 Federal Build- 
ing, Denver,Colo. 80202. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] 





H. Neti GarRsON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1949; Filed, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Notice 90] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


FEBRUARY 13, 1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
279), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s gen- 
eral rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking reconsid- 
eration of the following numbered pro- 
ceedings within 30 days from the date 
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of service of the order. Pursuant to sec- 
tion 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will post- 
pone the effective date of the order in 
that proceeding pending its disposition. 
The matters relied upon by petitioners 
must be specified in their petitions with 
particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70143. By order of Feb- 
ruary 7, 1968, the Transfer Board, on 
reconsideration, approved the transfer 
to Lockwood Freight Lines, Inc., Calumet 
City, Ill., of the operating rights in cer- 
tificate No. MC-59695 issued December 
11, 1941, to Arthur Dixon Transfer Co., 
a corporation, Chicago, Ill., authorizing 
the transportation, of general commodi- 
ties, with the usual exceptions, between 
specified points in Dlinois, including the 
Chicago, Il., commercial zone. Harold 
E. Marks, 208 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60604, attorney for appli- 
cants. 

No. MC-FC-70203. By order of Febru- 
ary 9, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to E & M Trucking, 
Inc., doing business as Della Rosa Truck- 
ing, Martinez, Calif., of the operating 
rights in certificate No. MC-—82919 issued 
May 8, 1941, to Eugene Della Rosa, doing 
business as Della Rosa Trucking Co., 
Martinez, Calif., authorizing the trans- 
portation of petroleum products, in con- 
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tainers, and empty containers for same, 
between specified points in California. 
J. H. Filice, Box 629, Martinez, Calif. 
94553, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70211. By order of Febru- 
ary 8, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Simanek, Inc., 
Wahoo, Nebr., of the operating rights of 
Tom Simanek, doing business as Simanek 
Oil Transport, Wahoo, Nebr. in certifi- 
cate No. MC-119400, issued May 9, 1961, 
authorizing the transportation, over ir- 
regular routes, of refined petroleum 
products, from refining and distributing 
points in Kansas, to Naper and Spalding, 
Nebr., and points in Saunders County, 
Nebr., and refined petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank trucks, from Arkansas 
City, El Dorado, and McPherson, Kans., 
to Arlington, Nebr., and from Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and points in Iowa within 
10 miles thereof, to Rogers and Schuyler, 
Nebr., and points in Saunders County, 
Nebr. J. Max Harding, Post Office Box 
2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-76220. By order of Febru- 
ary 9, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Frank’s Moving 
& Storage Co., Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., the 
operating rights in certificate No. MC- 
30773, issued September 16, 1940, to Pas- 
quale Ingrilli, doing business as Frank’s 


Moving & Storage Co., Philadelphia, Pa., 
authorizing the transportation of house- 
hold goods, over irregular routes, be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points and 
places in Maryland, New Jersey, Dela- 
ware, and New York. Anthony L. V. Pic- 
ciotti, 1720 Two Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19102, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-—70241. By order of Febru- 
ary 9, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to E & E Rigging and 
Machinery Co., Inc., Colonia, N.J., of the 
operating rights set forth in permit No. 
MC-66565 issued April 30, 1956, to E. & E. 
Machinery Movers, Inc., Elizabeth, N.J., 
authorizing the transportation of plain 
and fabricated iron and steel building 
supplies, machine parts, and hoisting 
equipment, between Newark, N.J., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, New York, 
N.Y., and points in Dutchess, Columbia, 
Orange, Putnam, Rockland, Ulster, and 
Westchester Counties, N.Y. George A. 
Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. 07306, representative for applicants. 

[SEAL] H. Nei Garson, 

Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-1950; Piled, Feb. 15, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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